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^TTc ffa fapHiHHch y i f^u i 

SfftnjJBHI 

_£ ts ft 

4 2007 

Cnwt«i aft? ( ^*r) tfav (airaqf aai^r, 2007 

( 2007 m Tftwfa 3) 

J • < s 

U 1-1/2007-^ T(5 Tfap—*TR?T W&K, Wm 3^ .a/sUcW. fam) ift 

aii^RJ^TT U 39, ^- 

(^>) f¥^fW mf^rq 3#Rq, 1997 ?f»t TO 2 ^ (1) (^) 

crerr mi 11 ^ -w-mt ( 1 ) (q) ^ sfafa ^fr firfar yfanT 

®f>r wfol m$l ^q; qi# «ft, <T«n 

(i§r) v if<d ^ Tr^m, arorarcq, qm hi, ?§fe 4 3 fan* 9 qrsfl, 2004 srftn^eHi 
. ^>r.3n. 44(ao affc 45(3?) ^ ^ ■jRFnftm f£ aft, 

^ *TT«I 1ikc0*i ^pNk HTf^FTq SfWRH, 1997 (1997 3>T 24) «fft SRI 11 ‘S^M^RT (2) 
cT^T^T -TO ( 1) 03) ^'W-TSZ (ii), (iii), (iv) zfc (v) Yl famT ^PI wfp\ *TR?jfa 

fiFmw* siftrarq \<*mk sfa^rr) imi (^ert) 2004 (2004 6) ft’ 

wn\m ^Rft ^ f^r ^^jgKi rnn^Hski srfar ^trtt t, sraft^ :— 

# 1. (:i) rf 3tt^t (mm aft* im( (^grt) ftffa (arrasri wfar) 2007 

^T^TT I 

(2) fa^^T, 2007 «fr TT«T«=r far ft TT^rT #TT I 


408:> GI/2007 


(i) 
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art in —Sec. 4 


2.1 %rertnv (sfotrt afa ftaoi) ftsnj anft?r, 2004 (2004 gsr 

e) (fbi% ?*ift s^rft trcsnn m anT^i w wt) ft 1 ft, 
uu-tst® (ii) ft, 'w ft "ftaei ft^rft (ftPm) 

ajjftfam, 1995 ftr um 435 ftr w-«itct (1) ft arartn, to-iwi q?, 

J ffts wff, wft, 4 Rft a#? ftft ftt sftsftv are, ftlw arcsunj sfr? 
3 RT:Wft?T fft<J v 3 T^ I 



3.1 !m tfftp 3TT^T 


(ij (3>) ft WFT tR, 


< 33-^35 3 RT:Wlftn tol STTW. 


"(js) T#ft* a lft«*rft arfftftci I tjgfi^?r Tcr»TTc?r ft rsjt *rar 
vi|)4><» i arerar ^ ft vrirt sftffi ffta * fcnft iw ft ftftlfftsH ft 
R|'r« viH f fo&s aiemf am-Tpifftfts wr ft ftft ^rr t, fftft ftm 
WmT 5M U«B»t>l$«K ft fcR ftft 'H®HsW^«l'{ ftt aft? at-J#* 47, fft? ^ 
ura<t>K aft ftNraft ft fttaa ft 4 fc?rc ft zn| ^w^ff im 

f^-ftTS fft^IT V3TT 3T4 k 1T t; 

‘ 

( 4 > 4 >) "uiHi«M"i" ft arfftiftr t (fcwixiK arfftf^m, 

1597 (1997 51 24) ft W 3 ft ^T-ETRT (l) ft araftcT ftllfftw ’mftW 

I 

[$PWW4> aifiRvRT; 

. 

(ft4J4>) 'irewr' ft arPrftrr t ftr^ ajfftr frraft anfftR t ftrt Twfe, 
odfodft 4>T wp, pHlPkl fft4>m, 45 ft ataraT ftt^ ftTRR 3f«f4T ftPW ftt 







I'm m- 


43 
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wnfam trr wt m t tot Tnfaoi t mfo<%d ftro'r 

(ii) W-aSTS (g) if- 

(3>) to (i) i> wh qa, PinfetRaa *w arcrwrfaT tft vjrupft, awfa- 

"(i) arft 'tjIHM T&R TOT O l ft l few 41% (ii) if ' 

faflfe wt sfr?wT, ^r vJMd«i wm£ n$ Trerre^ afa %tr %roff $ 4, 

2007 ^ wr ftn ^ uqfoifl fo)Rati/*flRs$ wtr ^ tjw 

dST 5I?r Wff Tift %*I T# (Jp% Wf uu<tw) | f^W. 2007 % aw for wt 

Hfllcjfl fcrf%Ri/4tftsw wtr 4 ?n^ faasra swr i> arwrrc»>r ^ few? orr^ 
ftai 'jiis'M I”; 

(®) *rc (ii) 4 "% four Trait % wh r, "wt nren h 4 ^ rrarW 3ft? 
'4w3ff $ ttwi 4" Trar Hfiirorfaw f^j \jrnj4; 

y 

(*t) *rc (ii) ^ 4t% 'Hr*cft4»'< u i wt tw4iwt®t i 4t sw 4 araniftR 
ftrcrr wpiT 3 ftr frr hwr Tft Milfrd w»<fl< r w» i i % awn, ft H f crfad 

WsflWUI 3 RT:WlftrT ftniT vj)| 1 <J||, arafa- 

2- 5TI ^T-’BTS *4 ^ fl) it 1cTftRT/4tfeR> if 

cTT^ ffrarid ftTRR, 2007 % aw fcr t 4 arorer ga# aawr ^aarflr 
^ 'OT <$ 4fa fax? Wf TT»ft 'TTJ 1erftSRT/*ttft9W WTT% ^ fcPJ *ft oTT^ 
^nr 

(iii) ^t-^ts (s) ^ ■qrmw, PinfeiRad xjq-<33 gftr w r ftd ft*rr 

arafa:-- 

"(s) 3 * anfcr it jrgwr w ftrg gtfrr i ftd foxj ir affc arRtPuw it 
aftr asci wrnj ^nj Pi<i*iT aitr srt RR<j*iI if Mft*rifad fitrij ^ aro 
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OTf^cq%T^t cr#t FtTT uft ^[foirfcT, vFT srf^f^FTf 

*jt| f^mf m 3R7 f^n *tot 11 

4.1 VrSTPT tRcp 3Tf^T # 3 (*T) ^ qWIcT- 

(^) "26.12.2003 cfft wfc^'' ^T^ff 3fr? WJT3Tf 3? ^TT^T ^ cfTc^ cT^TT 

i 

3fR ^-^Roff cfNf ^ Wt 4" ?T«?f ^ ^RRT ?t% cfTet WT cfr 

va^T— tt^ PinfcHted yfriwiftcl 1%7TT ympTT, 3TarfcT:— 

d8JT tf-^IcT ^ff <£ ^IRcf if te'HH'i, 2007 £ WT f^T ^ 
fcRT, cRJT ?JR yRRld ^f 3RfSm> Rlf^T gRT «IST^ ^ #R f^lR 3> if 


(qfc) R?£r f%^i uirra^f srt s^ra.wfewt s#t, ttstt r^€t ftRCT y^Mc&f 

1 

3fl[? ^3eT WcRJf gRT vR^gvf ~OT-73g (cf>) if WMglRlf 'H'itf^cl 

#? g^TOfftcT sfft if-^cT, gHf £ 7RS? if; 

S 

(^) SRTRg> sTRl Rc^t ftRS*T U-Blldcht, ’ ^NeT ydVc^pf 3fft vJM^ 
g^-Rgg (g>) if P i late deHfr i gtK’f g>r ^cff <£ pF (ftsraif 

it+^^fR STCIcFT Tft-^-TfZR 3^ ^-tdcT, gt^f ^TTftof t) cTOT f^Rft 3>T 

HR H 1R ^ *€g-TJRtH ’eReff if"; 

^r) r t^ rr pt i sift w^ t r r 2 ^r $f>w w»£) 4 rot 2 sfft ^j*£raRH 
3 ^ WT if ys wwifod ftRT yTTTRT 7WT 5W gHRRRffofr Ri£RRH 2 
% tjtf, P l Hfaf&d 1 3RT:Wlftd ftvETT uRR! 3?arfcl:- 

i "^fcfl^ui 1 . ^R 3>t n$ ’EIR TjfcRRT ^1 ^ HTHoTf if 

?|W H^f #ft yfgf 26 f^TRR, 2005 ^ f&jfcT <?> 3TJfFR fcRRfR SHR, fyRf 

1 j yRqfl , 2005 ^ 7 «TSTTJ yTT% g>f StgrrfrT VRR rft 7^ f, 3ft^ 21 

fj j >H*<K 2006 ^ tR^TIcT SJlif t|R TJlcRRT «tSR RCJ t [^gi 3 if I^Pl^ 

^ yfc i ^ i d ^?t 'ffwr gfif cf> W'RT {^zrfft; n?‘ ^v^r (srtrr sfk 

(^fRi) tftq; (angcrf ?f?fiER) an^?r, 2007)] srt f?# R?ffaR ^ ^ 

d?RR aft I 


j <ftt, cTSTT R5€f ftRCT yrlH^f 








[Mrnm—? to4] 
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fr) yi;'H<sft(ftci w=(Scp<u| 2 ftt (ii) ft rjpt JR, f^f Hf^Rad 

Jf£ 3RT^enfJttT ftt vjll^n, 3TSrf?T:- 


(il) ?f«JI ftwR JRM* fftft ctlf&|(w!Jch fttfef ft! 

f^Hcf IRR <?>'(') ft fcTJ? 'STffcRjc! fftm JRT £ 

(iii) Rfafftjft ft«iR ^jrjr51$jr i 

(^l) H®R JR^5 ft WFf JR, Pl*»ifoiRgd JlftjR VjfcTCfiJTfjtTT '0)|iiJ|| 

3Wfa- 

1 ^9 JJ? fft ft) 4 'RT/JR ^dd J3ft ftjflm, 2007 ft JJSR ftjf ft 
JR^RT 5TR*T fftR J I«J1 ft/fftjj JR gf # 3I8RT ft)^ jldd, ftt f^RR, 2007 ft 
im IftT ftt ftt-^-RTR s>lT/ft ftftjRf ^ «r^cT f^U RRT t/fft? 

v»n^ & ft w! fft^s ftt Tn£ ftR ftt rrit jjjt jfrrt t, jftg ftgR cftt, 

Tift W/JR ^JRI ft*3 JjftR 3RIR 1R JJiRW gRTOT RTcTT t/3RR JSlft f, 
** 3ftftR> jr ft 3 tsrt rj, 

ftft«5 ftftT ftt RSRT JR RRTT t, JR ftJTcftftf) ft fftj? JRf RJJ 
^ftcr ftft I JR im ft ftR 7TSIT ^ft ftjRr(ft) ft f$R, jft fftflRj 2007 ft 
im I^JT ftt ftt—<j—JJJR SIT/ft cwr J3ft *FR 3 ft-ftJTcftftf) $ sReT ftsiT 
W, itf, fftjRR, 2007 ft !OT ftJT ftt ftk/3I8RT JR. ^JRT ft $ft JIRJT 
^ :}f8JgT IfcTR ftt Jt-ftjRf Jf J>ft 3Rft Jflft ftt c1l^)<a ftf 

-ftlUdld RfR ftjRf ft RJRT ftft ^iftjj;" 

(®) ftjfft JRg^ ft- 

(ft) "fttf HRR4> 3WR" ?]«ft RT Rft fftR RRJTT; 

fa) "26.12.2003 ftt RlfjJ JR" Reft ft ^ejR tr "ftjFeR, 2007 ft HSR 
ft^ ftt RlflJ JR" 7IR trfcRenftfl fftj> RRJt; 

(TT) 26.12.2003 ftt" TIRt ft JF6IR JR "ftRJ«R, 2007 ft HSR ftf 

3fa/3f*RT ftt ftTRT ^ ftt ft ftf f g | aHH " RR 

ft^enfacT fftjj JJIRJt; 
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(g) qqg cf) ^ TT^cTRT, Pl^ifciRsid 3TcT:Wrf^cT f^TT viTT^TT, 

afsifa- 

"TOg F¥ aftT TOR TO-TO5 (F>) $ TOR forft * fMct $ 

3TO?T # W 'HerFF 3(^41 '$>, F8TlR«lfcl, ’TFT— I 3RTFT WFT— II ^ 

ftfaf?T5 TPTRt Fft 3TfSTTOFT 71% ^ 3rf§IFT Ffft I" I 

5. TOFT tfap 3TT^fT ^ TO§ 3TsT 3,- 

(gr) *f (i) f> From, "afR" tff Fftwifttf ft>FT i 

(T3) TO FF (i) aftr (ii) F> T®TFT FT, Pt^fciRsIcl FF STTTWlf^T | <$f 'SlTTJ’ft, 

3TFfa:- 

■■(ii) gft (pjf) ^ ’j^n sftr ftuFFT f> ’j^Ft 3 W ^ 

f^gJFfF 4FcTf FT 3T$TTtfTO ’JTOT eft mR(4 I" 


6. TOFT tftF> 3TO?T F> TO3 3T3 F> FTOTeT, 

ftFj smpT, srerfeT-.— 


T33! 3TcT:T8TlfTO 


"3F. U«R«I)Y 5KT t>FcI FFFT FRft F>t HfcT 

(1) JcTO> FTTTTF) TOFIcNteTT 3TOR FT/FFTfteifcT, ’Tc^t ftTTFF | affaYcR FT 

sttf^ft TO srtt-fTO stor ft stTO tTO #fr toft <r>^li ft tor*t 
FRFFTT TTFT F? fTT TTO ^ TO-TI3 (2) aflT TTO 3 3fR 3T3 # >3FTOT 4> 
STEZTftF ?TTF> IRT TOFT fTOj FF FRTO ^ ft-^TOT F> fTOj 3tcTT-F>r€ FT 

TOFT: 

(2) Ffe F^f TRTRFT SPlft TT>ft 4lcHl F>T 3 TcTT—F> l€ 3TOR FT TOFT FRft ^ 
3TRlFr,' TO—TOg (l) ^ TOTOf ^ ^crf^gTT TT& f«FTT, f4)41 *lceTl f^TTO aifF^FT 
FT iTOft F>TOT STTfYfT TO yft fTOTO F>FoT 4 -^TcT 3TFFT ft-TOFFT aftr 
p5t_^_TTTO t(TOT FtFf ?t F> TJF5 TOT ^ TO 3 ^-^ITOT TOeTOFRRTT t, <ft 






[uptih— qrwM] 
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ftft 3 $ i> fcnj S'hiRci 553ft555rfft*ftW5PT555ftftft ^5cft ?ft ftnj 

3raT-^l€ 5ft P l HfelRiltl TRtf 5* 3P2Jtft5 #ft, 3TsrfcT - 

(5>) ftft fft>ftt 3 ^ ^ 5ft 55 5ft ft-$5oft 5ft 3t5T-5>r£ 55f 5?r 5T5 fftrftt 

ftt f^erfcr ft 55 t 35 * 5 ft 555 *ft? 3 ftft arfira* 5 ftf ftprr, fum^T ft ft-ft55 
W 5ft # ; afa 

(cr) ftft* 3 $ 55 5(5 55 5ft n?ft55 ft-ft55 5ft ar^r 5 >t£ 5ft, fftrtf ftt fft<^. 
ft, 35T 3 ^ ^ fftrftt ft-ft55 5ft aifater 55 ^ efta 3 ft ftt arflrap 5 ftf ftftft, 
f«RTW ft5TT ^-’’^Ter ft5> 5FT t ajk ft ^55 ft—ft55 5ft afl5(eT 55 
Pl^lfctRaa 5ftt5> ft 3n5?f<?lel 5ft vjtUjft, arsrfep - 

5fft srfcr 5WWI$«H 3^ 55 ft55T w; StfcmiF ft 3$5 w 3^ ft 
ft-fticil 5ft 'H'Mi " 51 ft" t cfr 3 ft 5ft adt^TcT ft-ftfaer 55 355 ' 573 
5ft +l'is>4l ftlft' fttftt | 

H'C'g 5? 'rtSI e(5> 'd'fl 3^ ft ft—xl'iwl 551 >H«M ft, R'HH'(, 2007 ft 
5W5 fft5 5ft fteiHM 3 ft 5ft 'H'f'cHI 5ft 5ftf 555T OITW; 

5ftj 3? 3&5 fft- 

(i) ftft * 1 l* 1 clT ft, v 5 ff PR1H5) ft'HM'i, 2007 ft 3*13 f ^3 5 ft 
ft-ft35 5ft !WR«I ftg TIT ffteN«l #3 vJM<rt*l 555(31 55 5>5 fteTT ft, eft 33 

5ft fft?i*iH ftft ft-$5cr 5ift 35 ft 5 ft 55 ft 35 ft aryne! ft 5>fteft 5ft 
5mrft fftwft 35eT ft-ft35T 5ft 3 TcTI-55t€ 55 35eT 3 ft ft 5nffte5 53ft ft-ft5eft 
5ft aieii—<wcj 5ft ft 35>ol <il*i ft 5T3T3,555 erxeTl ft; 

(ii) ftft 3T3cft ft, 5 T?f fft?F55, 2007 ft 5*13 fftl ftt fftmpT 3 ft ft 
Sft-g-W cRTT ft-#Tcf, ftft 553W ft 3ff5 5fft 35T eTTft^T ft 5T5 
5ft-3~'T55 t5cT 5ft ft-ft55T ft 555 fft5T v>JT5T ft eft 353 fe(515 3 ft (353 
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-TTZR xbTer ^>t ^5t fen? dl^ 3>T f^PTPT 

v^rct ^ tR wr umpn; 

*TFToff A v3T?f ft^R, 2007 ^ WI f^T Mh'M *f 
r TT?R 3jfc ^-^ToT, \3McH£T t 3jfa dl'St'lsJ ^ efK f^Nt ^-^Tef 
^-■g-TTZR 3 «KoT f^TT vmcTT t eft, W Rej*lM ^t, ^ 
tj vrt cufr^ g>t srafcRT ^ ^t, nR^fctd ^ 

PST 3T«mT 'd'd^ f«RT, vRT Trf^T ^ ^TST^ ^ M^lcl, ^RTTT ^TTW 

j 

rt ^ #ft v?fr ^t a^md cr^r ^fr t,! vsftfa w 

| r 

ra g?r sraT-cprg ^ 3 siiPM afcrMn^ 

a dRT s>t ^r ^Rtfr ti 


(3) ^ UW T< $ , -OT-^5 (l) 3 3T?rf^5 vStmEff cra^T ^3 ab^fT 3T*T 

Tf ^r xj^ftterr ?dr f^rcr, arc^r ^eff aren-cpid erdf awm tR 

TraiWf afft ^ jtcrt *pr ^tt icw ^ 

I ^l+i»l g>T wra, f^ft ^ ^TTT 3, ScHSIcT: ITT aWRJfflcT:, (2) ^ 

«ff afr? spTT SRm* 3TT^?T efr 3RI W 'ScTTiyi ^ WT *f ^T#f 


JJSJRT 3?T^T 3> 753 4 ^ 7«IFT PlHfclfecI 75^ wtciwiRn 

j 

«ttcr»t, arqfa- 

tfwcft arr^iwr 

<33 3^T \3TTgfeft ^ 31EZ|sJH no^fj PRTR5> f^7R*R, 2007 ^ H8J3 f^T 
IcT f^T ^ ’ftcR, MllSlcb^ui cpt PinlelRsicI W^lfl tfTTJrT ^TT, 3TSTfr[:— 
!RTO 5RT TT^RT RTT p5t-^-^J7R ^Teff ^ JRjfrr aft^ 
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(pt) pm jtptp fftp pit # tt#p> $-3p?t pp ptp, smr-mi pp, 

BP^ft sfK PTPT; " 

(F) B#p> gft P>t pffp# ^rf%cT U'HK* pm TTPTP fftp PTT # *# $P>f # 
^ft, ft#f g# 3 3KT 3p# ft TBlftpf ft PT# ft mp vJ#( PTlfteT 

*i# fMfp# stk ftr-^-ppp 3 p# ft ptp ppift pp ^f. 

(p) JcfT if ftp# ft <P|fi|ft’ ft ftp PJPTFP PTftp# oqpWT; 

(5) *pfr ^-ftp# #7 #-^~PP7 ftp# ft cTfelrr P?fp> (yi^AI arerPT 

TTftftp?, pft Bftftp> ftr ?ft ppp/mpft bp ^c#<a amp ftpp pttp) 

(p) ppt ^-ftp?r ^ ft?r ft ft-ftpp t arejPT ftp?r ft?r ft 1ft# ptp if t 

(ftft ftpoT ft?T ft PTP ft ft-ftpeT t, Ft ^TvHff PP Peftg 3TO fftPT 

*m); 

(tf) fttfft #P PBf ft fcTtf ftgTTBP PPRP; 

(3T) (TOTTP? 5TCT TTPTP fftq PTT # ftt-^-W ftp# ft-ftp#, 3T5IT-Pp€ 
pft aft? gaft ft w ftt^ arm anpppft i 

(2 ) tt#p> areptf'wy, # form, 2007 ft ppp ftp ft ftp, - 

(B>) fft# PTJ ft-ftpp PT ftPeT pft PJP) pmP t; PT 

(pt) fft# ^r —^ppp ftt ftr- 3 -w ftper ft bpctpt t ; pt 

(p) fft# P?r-5-W ftpcT pft ft-ftpeT ft FPcRTT t; PT 

(P) fft# ftt—TJP7 ftpoT PT ^T—^icl pff FP P>Vdl ft; PT 

(®) fft# PP 3ft ftt Fp5> PmiT t PT ft# fft pft FP Pj^PT ft PT 
ft# fft ft pftpftp P>^TT ft; 

BF, ft# FJPSTTcT PT pftpcfp PT PPlfft ft Flft ft FTTP ft# ft #7R PT ft pPI P 
pff PP-#S (l) # PP (P>) # ft) ^f 3#%P ^MP> | j) ^PTI 

(3) 1!T#P> 5TTTRP> PP-#F (l) P>f PP (p) 3ffp (PT) P>T #FP5P PP-#F (l) 
3ftP (2) ft 3fp#T TTPTP # P^ PTTPPPft # 3R# ^PPTT?P P? TTpftfp P>#T I 


4082 GI/07—2 
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F^mrftcT ^ ??ftn anft cf>?ft maft ftm fft?ft 3?ftft rfan nftviH , 
fft?fft fcft ^TfTFT teRT 7 FIT t cT8JT ami ftncT fftt?ft aft aftm aiTftTT I 
*a. U'Hi'!<t», naft f^-wH arfafte? art? ftaai affair gm a rfrtft^rt ' 

a>T ap^rerq 

afta> tom 1 *, naft fftwn aflame? aft? ftaar affafte? fftm viM+kift ft #j 
ft aafar arfftft^ ?ftm - 
(a>) nmft ft aft ?nftte ; 
fa) ffe aft q# ?rfft ; 

(a) ft-ft=nft aft? aft-f-aa? ftneft aft aresn aft? ^ftft nm, aft w*TRf ft 
ftftt fftftt cff^r m alftartn nr fftf aft ?r^rt ft aarcfia ft' a^nici 'jft vjaamr 
fti • 

(a) ft-ftnaft 3ft? nft-f-aa? tnff aft ?ftsnr aft? v 3 mft am, aft mart ft 
ftftt <jfe m afftrrta m faft aft ftwi ft smarm ft d<^i<H am isaarer ft ; 

(5) 3 rt ftaT namraft ft am, aft aft? aaft ?mft?T am?, fftaft a?rr?a 

ftaft awn ftaar ftanf unami a>?if an ?ft ft 

(m) aft# arm armanft aft 3m anftar ft nftnmftf am'fftfr ft 1 

(2) y<rnftctfftcr 3 rfftcl<£i ?arft ft ararmT, nfta> ftaai nanami araft aftt 

_?ww>i4«i?f ft am, aft ?wi aaft ftft aift fftft afftafta anfft ft ?rnf®m ^ 

artft&sr ft ?ftnr 1 

4*r. yuufaaT aft ft?-aftarftwr 

5?t ftftm anftaT- ft arftftfftr aaftr, 3a aft ft?m>?, ft^ftay a^mfcift an 
aftn <fnft fa ft^ra ftaaft ft mean ft ftaaft ft ?ftmoT aisraT 

ft amaft a? an^ aft ftft 1" 
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8. tftqt 3TT^T c£t 1 ^ PlHfafeld; 

qfcmrf m 3?t umpfr, 3T*jfa- 


(yw 3ik ^qiTf (cgfRT) 3TT^?T f 2004 ^2004 <J>T 6) q>t 

3*Wft 
— 3 ^ftsrq) 


wr - i 


a i 


3jF?4 
^ W 


«NF‘ 3 ^c=r affair *rr g^F-fti+en arnrte* ^ gFF-^-gg? ^rsr 
-#=13. ^tF. i$F 5i^rf*re gr ft-sroflre ^F is fM (^rs 3 

WS (<g) if 5) gT?T ^ gw 


iifvff. 

■ ■ A _ - _A .A_ f\ 

*fil<W (2) $ 3Td<fd 

JcT iF-^Tdt 3ft? 

i 

\ rv rs. V 


?wPr: f^sg 
tMfaoft aft? 
#raF g>F ?Rs5 

(2: 

HC 3TW K- 

^TPt 41d 

n»F— ■§—tjxtt 

IT 

P>F— 'g—g*l? 4d<dl ^ g®FT 

gfcr w wravT^v? irri 

3iwt ?T% (?t 4F 3Rf cpt 

1 

(3) . 

cciliq'Jid epnq^m 

t ywF 

35?) 

(1) 

$-#=TcT 

*l4cf 

q-i ark q 

fr-i 3fk fr-2i 

£i>fF ^ ?T5? 

| 

3P^ 

i 

2(^) 

2 (?st) 

3 (<*> 

3 fe) 1 

1 

' i 

3 (g) 

1. 

41 >H 


——— ^ __~. 

?ft dicF1*i| 




, t*\ „„ , 

TM— 

#=rar 

wi gra ?F 
aifira? ^ 

wj gra %\ 
arf?)W ^F 

3lf^q? d^l 

2. 

41?r ^t 3t£r<F 

^rara 

qt # WJ 




cran 

f\ 

M 

gra ?t ari^ra? 

m 

W? ^ 3lf^ 


?pp 

WrfeT 


arfim? ^ft 

i 


3. 

dm ^ 3TTt^ 
clSTT %left?T 
^“■^TcT cR> 

^Tflfi c?RT 

^teT 

^F # 'Ftfl'K 
?>g? gra « 
arlSra? 

-jv. , A . . j 

c|T W HRf 

?t aritra> ! 

w^nw 

WJ gra ^ 
3rfSm> ^F 

4. 


w^idH <fF?i 

*ft 4 *ra 

# fRr wj 

ti ?ft w 


3Tf^> 

^r-t^oT 

9>t-?-W 

*fcTef 

W? FTP5T ^ 

gra ?t a?%i5j 

^F 

^ 3Tftm> rf^l 
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*rrq - n 

^tq-cfar ehrf 3 ^cT affq^eq tstt qq^t fawq affa^q qst ^qqr 
qft-t-qqq ’tqqr (foqft # ftqr) grafts qT ft-graftc ^q^ 

qfr ftrq < r 6 Hjpiyq< Qets 3 ^ ^q-^re (q>) $ ftfoflte) itrt ^q qqra 

" ' ♦ ' 

J$T—<£—TpT? 

^ ftqT) ^ 

♦^<HW 
l ITNT 
fir (qpft 


-H*W*h{4N SRI qqqfc qfflH qf^R qq ^3qtq> ^ cWT M*t|ldq<fi 

^ faq 3q inqq qSf 3il§<frdH qft q? qfr qraraq^qq qeq, 

'► 

qenfarftr, ^qqi imraqj stqqr qq€t faqqq «qid» i> 4ta mqqqft q; qsq ^ 
qiqqq q?t qnqi 

« . 

ftqr°ft-2 q*«ft qftrqr ^RRv»h ^qqsf q> feiq q? aifaqrt 11% q? * ^qq 
cfm ift-g-qqq ^qqff qst grafts qT ft-grafts q^i 

f^n’I’T—3 qfc ftsqft Mq qiq£ 3 ^torq qi? ^ qq> qpr q* ffcq qqiq q>t , 

qjqft t, qt ^ qiq^ 3 ar^^St ^ qiq I ^ qqq 3 (q>), 3 (w) sffq 3 (q) cwr 


^Wcf dcftfquH dddtf Jp qisqq q>faq (l) q HlqBd 

q* grafts qi ft-gfqfts ft>q ^raV (foqfr ^-tqa 
ra# md ift-^-qqq ^qqrF q>t four qepr ifcfifauH 


■^qqq qnsqT 


qf?r qi?. qrarai^q 
qqiqt qft arfe^qq qi 
q?t wteq>q) 

( 2 ) 



qraFfR qqq qra 


8 Z\ 
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II ^ ( 2 ) 3 #FT TFT fftEfaR T3RT FTF cf> T3FeT3I 

F^ Fft 3TcrfSr cfc fcF? iWI^MId 3TT6JR tR ftiFT FFFFT I j 

I 

ft-4 3 )^tS 1 ^ FTF I F> FF6TF 3 (F>) afR 3 (TsT) aftpfa R l fcki 

ff d J !T+v u i, f£1 FftfaRR #tt \^Trft>’ftoT ftaTcro, (czjft ^ftf) 

F 18.11.2004 $ FF.ITT. ft. 2(2l)/WT. 1l(ftt)/2004 F> aTJFR j^5 WR 
I Rill F> FFFF fftRlft FRl Fit FT3FT FF RriRr FRft 4 uftlviH ft 
*RF>N, fftuT ftsddF IRT WJ-^TFF <R wft fftnj ’Fj anftftf ft 
tRSRT fft>FT FUT t 3RTFT ftFT 3FF F'fiFR u l FTFT ^RTTfti ’ll jfftRTFT FtF 
» ft fcFJ FRft >FRc[TR, fcRT ftaToFT fRT 7TFF-7TFF ift q ai l R l f^te 

I 

vJTTCFTn 


3TR. T£T. TRH WT^K (|^t ^ ^Efh^T) 
[1^iFR-lH/lv/ara|«nRi/i42/07] 

ft 1 : ?ft STT^T ft RTRT ftcFF ciJKsyirH* 5TFTF ^RTFR fTRTRR afR 
) ftFFj (^trt) £Rf> (arreFT TTftftrp) anft?r, 2007 ft afR FFFft 
FF #T FRFT f I 1 



ft 2 : ^ftFH (SRTRR afR ftFof) ftFFJ (^?RT) tfftF 
l FF 6) ft a#TJERT fto 1--29 /2004--4)^ftKRT ft 
3^, 2004 F>T WlRld |3F 8JT cRIT ^Rlft FTF ft 3 
/2004-fttft^#RT Rf|F> 26 3TFtJ«R, 2004, fto 1-29/200 
F 1 Rfl*«R, 2004, fto 1—13/2005—ftTRfftpRT fftftFi 29 ' 
1 -2/2006-ftft3ftftRT Rdl'ch 7 Flft, 2006, fto 1-2/200 
( F 24 FTft, 2006, fto 1-13/2005-41^^^ fftTTFT 31 v^cTl 
ftO 1-19/2006-ftftgftpRT Rnfch 21 HF*«K, 2006 eTRT FRTRH f 


reir 


J*T, 2004 
ct 

g^RT m 
«T?, 2005, 
2006 rTSTT 
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5335 

cmtsmtHG m\ h«i 

1. M’WMHf 3ffr ' 

IRIM ?T*TT ifacT €Wt f^mRcTh^T 

1.1 d i a^f^i twt arp# crft w+ikui alft *pt 

<p£e fism; tjert afa smRR *fawq ^ arf®PPR-#a if 3traT t 

graft? Tftftar ftPm»H wr pmf 'hn<A<j ^rererR ftPww* yilS)4RUi (ftnfr |R 

fSRj) q??im mfegRR wr tot t) ti #ftgr ftftroR a?r *r? irftrra 

v 

grfifiFRT gft 2004 if trt «tt i HTftpRR ^ ^ srf aiftftm, 

1997 ifr 3?^flR TTPRT 31^1^1^* afR ari^fTi}, ff Klftdfllf P>T Rfr 

PRTt |q ^f ftPmfai pr% ^ ftrq aRp ggtf g?r 1 1 

1.2 ^ff W H6^>juf qpR ^PR ^PcT «t||d4>f afR Rp£f 

ftRe*r miwftl 3 faraR Rt ^rar €ftt <f3PTT if ftftR 

wirraif srt tfltp ^ f^rtf fcfcp an^r vsrrfr prrt «ct i 

ft g pre ffi^ araRPT 

1.3 ftpft? 1 3RJJR, 2004 P> t£RTPR (5RTRR afR <facT) ^TR (^FRT) 

tftip an^T, 2004 (2004 grr e) (ftRt wi p^rRr tot^t tftp> arftpr 
P55T w t) if ftflTT mi<wh afR ?gra> gRRPtff ^rafTR iR-^Rr ^Nf if ^pr 

^ft“f ^ipiaif <£ ftp? tft<P gft Pm'Rid pr^ t i *fit tfR pp, rara SRp? aiftpr 
TJ? vSPPftcT PR7IT t ft? PRPPPpPP fRT ^PPT affp^R pft, ^PPT affiftep 5RT 




Vi 








[tllPTm—-TO4] 


m v/?Mv/r?>v/ i m w? &)■ am arnmn # affa vfr n r favwf g 
mfffa fam i rm wmwr $ war aarg & fa? wm mg §? ?w 

srfar m fasnr mg f/ 

gig ?w wm w far? wr?g w> fa? wm t fa wm w mmgt mf & 
fa? wtf & mfar w? wm srfar mfa mg wg &mwwm wrmr ft 
srfti 7 m fazm fan wm #/';• 

(P) ^fRH ^Peff U?f >HHHdl ^ ftrafop U* ftp? ftrfR ftp? \ffl% UT$ UTOP 
{WU SftUJ sn$?T U> 31 ^5n#, 2006 U> ‘fftteM gRj 'jq^ff) | 

(p) ozRrcnftu; THf^t ^ ftp? pu; £ftu> 41 vjhi (sjsjr Sftu; arftrr if 
fturru; 21 duw, 2006 u> ^mfEFT irt vjuuftp) i 

1.4 £ft<P STT^T ^ <Pluf'*HH ^ U<HK4>f ^ TIRT -HIHR *#gtu> ^ 

uutfar ft; 'toiw AW*«iT u>r g> fen? 3 rj#t ur pt fjf, Po€t ftrcep 

M*)I<H<P 3ft? iftjcf Ut|H4> 7TF UR ^ f ft? £ft<P SRTTeft U^ftg ' ftfl 

mT TRIRUif IRT if ftp?ff U>t UFftpT U?f flftRJT ^ 5^ UP +W|t|H UR^ 

$ ^fmaf 11 othYuti i U7 f if ftftppT aik w jmtfr ?ra u> srtu u> ft*rg 
ftlUPU# UR ^ t ftRI^ v^uftd ftp? UTT^ UIcY JRR 

ft? f | gST-Rqftfcr ^ UPP^T 4 pftRRT U>t ^ PFPFf tR a# # g m 
URR t^P 3P?loT if <w4uife4f g 4frlP i?U5 ' OTHlUd l *RTCP ^ grflfo ^ cRH 
^Ucl y*tRf 3 T|fe ^ f^J ^wrlf #5 3PHT^ UTT% UTcff WcT U> UfY 3 'tft 
U?U %UT I 

1.5 Tippfra ^ aTT^ff if g?f TT^ ft R ftl uY ^ uf^fsu if CTSTT 4ftU> 

3TI^r UilUi^Ud gl ^fTR URT U>Ystu> ^ 3 RJr' XR H | |B | U><u | U>T RT 8 TT 

ft; 3TRt u>r up^ui^ up ftr4u ^ ^ ftpj u mny^f uir v i iftn ur^ ^ ftnj 

TJU> affU tllRct. WRf ftpJT UIHT xflftp |. 


4082 GI/07—3 
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2. wref gfom 

--- , 

! 

l 

2.1 21 qf, 2007 qft qq> q?H?f-qq W ajT 

} 

! 

frraifi 5RT Wf q? ftf*FT wnWf ?t fcq%qfj aft? ?j§nq 

3TT»rfsrer f^5T? irq s^i m f^xrf&raf aft? g§imt q>r ?f^fcTcT -fniT stt ctstt 

„ N ' 3 

^FTR >hI5iki ^ cfeRTT^ www.trai.gov.in ^ t8|06.2007 

w w mi qiq, «rag?, §<^i«n<, qftgwwi aft? if a^m: 

f^ftiF) 4 TJcTT#, 7 vjeni 10 EJeTlf 3ft? 13 EgcTI^ qft 3?tqq ^T3?T WEft 
i fe# 3 wftqm q?iH?ff ?^ <£ mar ^ qq> Mq ftgq? ^fj ?raf eft 

q^ I H'Hi'(<i>I q>T i^RlPlRjeq q>?^ qi^ qq> mjjF ^ ?TTar 11 Rio*^, 2007 q>t 
elm qi|-quTToft W^lcH*-")' qq utclplto 35?*r EfT^t qq? IflTJj cf* ?q^ fq 
3T?T foq qq 3T^?fEJ q? 14 PfcTR?, 2007 q>t tsq> ?ft ^l4lRHc1 qft 

q|i qqiqqf-qq 3 Ptf^e g^qf q? f^rRim quiyw 4 >l' ^ yro ffotf t> r4f aft? 

i 

?p?qrf m ?n? ??t czuTsmEw mqq aqjqq -11 3 ftm w 11 j 


q> fcTq ?# qq q^4: 


3.i qrf§ra>?qr ^ Ppqfetftsici g^Eft aft qtt eft? q? q?rq?f q> tcfqjw m- 
(q>) qm $ftq> forf?q 3 ^ ?eiqq #q mflq; j 

(El) EpEFT Remii Rufh qft $?icf> cRfqR 'eq«H 3 vJTT^t ?E5T IjTRT ETlff?q 
stmn gspjqS’ifei <fc fen? 3nq>cfq qm ?fr*TT ef> faq ?t^4 m^Ra qt| ^hm^u i 
qft qi4M<£|(cl 3 qRqsfq ft>q aqY mUq,- qm j 

(q) w faeiHH Raftq eft qqqtqqT ?q? q? faRne ?ffaT q> fe^ qq* £Rq> 
fe^teiq jjm ufawiftci f^EjT esn^T m%qi f?r fet^q ?t qr^ 

arftcp g^f qft ^ ^ fcf? ?E 3 T w an i . 


1 

i 
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ft mftt ft tgft t, am: wnM aft flftfifcmtj, mfftaRR 

ft fftvfa ?WT 'J’fft ffttf amfclR ft Baft *R MVt|ldd<fl ftmaft ft 

-' # .. 

?™-#lfecr aftft ft fftEIR-fftBft fftm BBT 11 

*rc m«hmr*Y aft ftfta ft yl?ifo>aiii 

3.2 U-HNftf ft -HIHM cfa <R WR ft ffttj WH BBFH 11 B’ftft WE 

ma % w t 1ft ewilft RPmft aft anft'mft anft aft anaaaamT t, fftftB 3 
bb ataw ft ipftaRi ft ffttj vrm^m fftrfffti fftar armr wHtj m* ftft 
fftfftaftf aft 'Sstot vifjbt afa a’ftrft fttpf waa aft afR w aRft. ft fcr? 
^enF7°m: ftaarft cwt ftaTfftrmrft^ an afta fftar 1 1 *ro€f—ffcFCT ftwaft 

■f * * ; 

' cRU ftaR m^imcpI a>T «(rlPl(tteq aRft aift H u ittK<»ft ft dtp ft WFT W ft 
fta ^ fftfftaa anft Wr mr ma«fa fftm t am aaaft ara ft fWfttm aft foifr 
cTETT am WT aft ftaR j^FTcTT t m? aft fft ftdT ftlft ftftT ftftj I ftH 

.'£>' , . "f|; ":' : :; - V . ' • •■ ('*■. f J . 'T 

^PP ft SRTRaft ft 3 TcTT-35t€ STWR a? ftaftf aft dMdWW JPT # jaftfe 
mafta ftmT ti awiaft ft sm wp aa tjai aim gaft *tft a? 11ft Bfft 
tpft aft d**uh i $<N . ft aa? <r ftftt fftlftm fttm ft m*r fofftaffta fftar mmT 
t. vsfrf^> ffta>m ft ^mm t ftmrfft fttnreMra ft jgsia ffta am, 
ftaar sraraaft, *mft immwf afa msr^f ^ la 

mv5R9 ^>r arastm ^ ^>r ^ amm^cn ^ff i .«i?f era? 

wit^naif w #i t, ^gcT ^ wfra*rr ^mr ^ 

^ i> wr % yfaQbvji ift \ ^?r Wdi*^, ^ am^f # ^t«t, 

wrtaxTiarf it ist t ftPmn ^5t oncRen afk 

rrrf^j j)<a^ anft 5n#W arawr ^ t aik anft 5 ^ sm ^r ,^aT 
^fm ^r 5rwft Hf^Rqsif <^t tft vir^ 1 1 wn^f ^ mm yfrtfiPmait mi mR 
SJ!^ i&l ^TOIfS www.trai.gov.in tR ’ft vJMct«J 11 
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3.3 sifiwi ft aftan 3 tfterR-fftrft ft ft?ra ?tf ft# fftar fft 

\ 

ft?^ 3f##ft ft a? ?J5nn fftaT ajr fft gq^cWI ft ?ft# 3 <pTW 3tfe?T 
«rrafra aftfra ft ^ ft atwr 200/- ?>o ftr ^rara ?fiftftT ftr fttnj^T 

l 

ft*r? y*nft ftt afttra anrafftfraraft ft HfriPifSr ft #?m ftraT an 

TO5STT 1 1 ^f# *Jf aft ftt fftjt fft TOTWf, TJ*#?T3ft aft? T#tjftt3tt ft 4# 
ft ?a?f aft? ?tnT?y ?nft<?rft aft fftfftsa a>?ft ft fftqj T?a> ftPuin 
anrCT atp? i afnra fra?r aftaff ft ft?H ?^y5'ifa?f aft #?§m pWRa a?# 
^mtfT y^e* ^gsna ftt am; ftt 'qfft #jt u^rai# 3ft? ?tar?y *nara:sra?eTi3ff ft 
ft# q#fftgfftft ?aft ft fftftm aft aftre t ? a# ftt, ara: rnfftan# ft aa> 
ft?-? rate# # (ft# t##Td ) aiSRerr 4 wf^5?TF ft fftfla aftftntfft aft? 


ft?-?ff)«jft# (ft# arETfEIT ft yfftqt ft fftfla aftftnTfft aft? 

a t fict at a ft aft aft? ?ffta a??ft f?, aftan ira?t ftaaft ft f^mra #snT ft am 
ftft yjft ft?eT 3 ffq fte ? t ft fftl^se ?WiaR #ft ft I afrqR fra?T fftjaTC-fftnft ft 
ft?!? yf ft# fftyT W fft ft?-?ra#ftra (ft# ^ftelct)] sra?6TT ft 

IftqfRa a^ft an aft^ ^ i cig i Rct> ?rerara alt ti , 

3.4 H'<i*i^f—w(ft<u ft ft?ra ana yfftfftaiaft an aryeftara an# ft yyT aataT 

t ft> iftfta ?fo ft ?eara ft ftaft ft, ftf#> fftffty? eft a? ya> aft? 
yataft an ttlftlftlft^ a>? # ?ftf ctsjt aft? fta quiyKcftl (ftnjftt, ftaar 

affy#? aft? \jM ' Ht<Mi) ft ft# ijy> ?ara nafta ti ft feujpftm ^ 
ftw^r # f^rra «jtP>if^*j4> #ftt‘ # ^i?®t 4<twi#«i> f, 

ufriftfttt ^?# f, twft # ?n#t' # ftlft m?-wR«t» 

i 

an?Ktr # ?f*n #5 arara 5# aft? ftt f?rr?T ^?# t. uftfft. ^5^ ft 

?raq cft??T ?fft«Rr ft# Tjftft?et ft qfftqprfwq |^?qra ?#t 

1 1 fftwrfctfew ft?nrrftt ft' q?mf-qfft^n ft ^jp? qxj ?cftft g^ft ftt 

wtnt ftt ’i# t ?mi ^rft q? ^feftW PittfRd fft^T mrr f, aft 

aragtft f#r cwr ft?n ftffts yftera #wt#rcT t. aft a#ftra b#t i 
v. 5 ^t fto 1 : w ftf#> ftt ?8nraift# ?®t arrar ^n#? 1 

3.5 f?f ft, ar# fft^T an ?ft nfan ftwr ft??T ftft# ft f«n? 

ft fty ft ?«ph an ti wr ft f#? g?ftt? ?ra8# y?rr?ftf ftt afR ft 
atra; w >jft# an# ?ra8# ft fftrafetfera aft fft? f: 
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3pfa> 

ft-# 




##1 


^ !P> ^ I? t-ftRrft aftaciH trtcr 5 # •#'2 % io #ftR ti m 
eff ft 18 #1R cfR flg®' U-HN*)' # HWT % anft t1 TRT i-3 nftf # 
HRcfra teftfftvjR ^ft*r #TRf nft hs# #5ut sr Hiir w Rre 
t % H«N<t>f # 4>W* I «IK # ##3 ft ^JEJR gHT 11 


*ar. *, 


RO 2: TOT fftcRR TR U*IR<t>Y Ifa Mflfkl 


ufrKTOf 


ftfcjjjT t 

3.7 aprarr <ra> hs f#rr wife trtrr f#cft*|ft Rtewt 

I 

iRR 'R (vtft ’ft Hpf yfrTPWt fftfJPFT t1 RST PH> H'dl'j’P RR H>T 

t, *RRft cfR XR HS TTcftcT ?^T t f# TOT HRPH ft TOft<T ffe«T fttyj? 

! 




t 


t xr^i ^ 3rf^cFj TO fcrf^T f^ff 3 270 "^TcT TT 

f ^fT ?FJ> A ftT^t^TPTRT v^T WW cT^ToT WC Ft uTTcTT jt, vTC *JF 
%ITT uTTeTT t % yfciwrf c^cfH ?T»ft fem ^ft ^ ^>t 

3TT^Ttr ^ ^ ^TeT *f wfcJWlf^d ^ f^TT oTT TT t, ^T FtcTT 

tl ^TTT §d(eiM 1? crq[fa> wri)ch I^Tef c£ vJ'Mcfvf GMflqtil^ vg*5t 

| vjt \3^> ^ cf)RUT t, *Tet ft 3F TTHH ftTO ^t Ft I 3pT: ciWfito 

tlKIcif^ cIT^ fcfrT?t ^t^t ■cl'ld ftifo ^t 'cl'id Sl^lj yfci'WlRld 

WQ\ 


«T^ft 


TTCTR 


3fM^f ^ ^ tl 


3.8 


TIT vjTT Schell 3jfa cft^Rm cr>|^ (Wrt cJTeTT «T^ft ^T x)-1dj 

1 

•ft ft^fcT 5RI 5fcR®nfftcT ^ f^IT «TT ^FI^cTT I ^>T ^ 3PJ3FPI. 

f> p»f cR fftpW ^rft wi hsr hr ctft t aft? WRajt afR ^hr 

V. i V V V A. J 


RST Rcfj feo fr c fft ^etjjlft RR TR MlrRHSirf HH #1 t H?) H>SHT ^0 


vHc^jl f v ^t Ft^ft % ^cflkid €tcft c<m>< ^ 11 

^ el WT 71 ftfeFH ^el 3frT ^idl^c SRt ^ <T>qd eFT^PT (3.5 PrfeRH 
^ lit F^T WW ifmi ^ 11 3fF ^TF ^ f^TTcT 

i 

RHft cfH> ftftftR tl atfeHJRT RH ft eft aiffcRT ^HR afmicR ft ^TTft HHT5PT 
SIR ft Hjftcl fftcRR ft HRPH ft yH>llS|tt>K R3cTT tl 3TcT: *ie<lsr>l±«R RR H? 
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faftqfi utewnT qtroq, tt qfri qqqr $ i ftft , ?faf if apq $?ff q>T 

raflm qq? uf^-mk! qrcfar fa# qf fen? q-gq um'Pi* qgf t q*fffa ^rt M 

^ wpf q> qrcr far?r €r$t, #€Tm arfafrM farcer ^dn>i*fl q> q>q 

if qfa aifar faficR gqiq <jf faq faj}^ f | fanq k^ibwl ^ qR if q§5T 
arfgra; far>c*ff if 3 wr qfar $ ararar faufaq fair q> q» qra 

arfar qfqqr ^ffqifaf qft ffaner qfarr if ir gqra q>q% qq qqfar Ri<*>>q iff 

far}? 11 

4 

n. 5^'<n qfo 3: ftPiw qqm wnrq 

3.9 5^fa qrc, wqq qft qfq ^ ^iqsfq if q? cfa fair vjiioi £ fa 
faftfanq qqtfaq qq> arPrart qFfg q$f ti esirfa ^qiif «ft~qrEJ qq q#f t 
qqffa fajft q*g qT ifqT qft Rl^qli l d qjqif RT q qfat qq Wl Wm if 
qfaqqf ^ R?cl'( u i if '3 cj^?t ■gteTT f?i qrqq if <£«ici <ft 4 t ifa if «iivjik qft 
(^ 9 ><Hdi qq, wi(t|tp'< u i <1*1*1—qrqq qq «h«ik qft 'd 4 ei u i q>q q?T i? i q«jo: 
fcP i qH qft qftqT af|q fafa qq fafa qi^ if HRR qft fapeRq qft fan qq 
f^rerf^r qjqqr qq? hs^I arrqrq 1 1 qifajqq sm 31 arqqq, 2006 ^ #qr 
«ftq if farqr ^fqraff ^ faq £fat> anfar qua #i canw i <q» inqq if 
faqqr iraiaif if qfaqstf qft filter qft qfsfq if fan w t fair <jq: 
qqgq faqi qqr t:- 

"2(ii) fafatq qq ^r»jjr fairfq t fa qianq qft qrfanif qft qqq qfat fair 
«qq qsq fafaq fan qqraraif ^ %r w arqqrq ^qowr q^rm «nq i q=n«r 

*• i 

€T, RFi : ^fr ftfanqq? q? 'HHSIdl t fa qTRR if qqfa qfaqqf qff t eft 
qrsqMiqif q> faff q>t w ^ faq fa%qrqq> fqqsTq afafar t i tfap 
arfar <rfr affar qiq ^ir wr uiISi^ui g^r fa^Tqr qfr anq if 

q^3T q^q 11 qifaiqq qMR qff qfafafaff qq q«faq>t qanr qfan afa vM 
qft qfarqqf nM itfa? qqfar qft q^Taq qq faqR fa^n qqqqT i 
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(iii) 

W\ c 

o 

^TOTI 

fcTTO 


P)4)dn 


$ foR 




atraro 


(iv) 


tot era Rift t vjt? tototr wfa^mSf RttroTfjTOt gfurw 

ft rttoto f ft i «ra tototr TrfciRqff ft crerr *jf ^groRo tor ^rj toto tor^ 
r $R^r rapier* gttro uro ftft, faRrf TOtftroTart TOt toto ftro i ?rt 
arrant ulciRrof ^ft Refer ^ fcR tototr to! toi? Riff eft araRf tjrt torto 
iraf RnRra f: tototr f aifro at ii jj e fa>Tif erro wtTtott ft euro TOtf ft 

«TOT *T ft TOt 3?ITOt TOt TTTOfcteT TOR Rift I TOTOTR f RfRT cTS^r fTTOTR f| 
^5t 'Wdddl ft I TOFT f Rift Rif ftup' ra ft TOFT TOTOTR TOjll'Rlefk qR 

mRuiih raff troi ttft f%erfrr f Rnra i fira> tortoto ft tot 4 f groR ?nf 

ffPlTOHTO STRT FReTSTO TORTO gffd«H'ld f | jf>Rft W! flraftTOt «PT 
f gRo TORTO RTO tjRTT FReffa t TOt TOR 3 TlfelRTOlf raft raraft ^ ra>TRTO 
TO t1 TOTOTR raft ^Rft ffTORTeTI ft TOf W 11 


TOFTO 


torf f ftraro teftffrora ft tototr f ft ft rarofr nfmrasrf toto 

^ fcR ffraroq raft ra>ft Rft 11 fraro ^ro ftrarf arfetra rattr fr Reiei 

* 

ra fteTT t, fRtf gs fft TTTOft UTORefr cTSTT TOl feft Rr^T atftRfR 
(TJtoH 13 ^ t, fvttraf ft TOS ft raft^eft f^&tff raTOT f, fuIRTft MRuilH'M'toM 


MRtllH 


wra 


groroT f ffRnro oijfttxiiif raft raterrora raft Riffra ft arrararra % 


,1 


W 

raRt 


rarora 


d’Jlrat 


raTTOTR 


ffRra 


FToT ft f *?TO TOTOTR RlfTOR ffTOT t f^> f«RTf ^f TOT ^cRTT t f% 
TOR RR f^RTTOR, 2006 f RTTOMf«R # fcR aftRTO Rtf^ra? #r5T ftet f 
4fcTR t TOt% ^tf^T f *Jf 149/-RR) 3ftR ftlcTFT f 322/--RT0 t, ^frftt 
^tt TOT Rijt ^rarsff f ^ fMt 3RTR ^?f 3ftm ^t 11 ?RT^ 3tfc t R<W , 
S^IfROI f fuTRTf ftjRft gfeflft ^ fMt RTOFT3>TfRR ^ TOTOtf 
^ ^TOI TOTRt f c[5R ft ft I fRTRt ^feT sftR cRg, ^jff, ReTRt RR 
^?t 3)'HH>cHdl g?T TOT TORTT 11 fRtt TOf RR, ^ ITRT ft RTTO 

i 

ffcT Wt 3ftR fTO^T ^Rf ^f?t RTf^T ^5t 'STORTOT €t # PldlR* 


TO 












[*nnin—~q^s4] 
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cf^T lift e r ^ 3fk ^ OT? vjforfRiJtT M ^ «ITyfR ftTO ^ 
?^T Wl 

3 10 Stfifa cfft Wg^fvT «h+ii<?>! cRTT ^ff^T' ^T *i«&i 

tf^r wrt tfr ?n*r' *g tiff Praffar tot* $ ^ to an TO #i* 

m l ^4»iu | Tjq, yu||cfl qft 3fR 3TTOR Ifft P>f 'fl'mxci ^ wfcT <i^lc1 1? 

cf >I ^WSlM TTPJpfr 3lk i&TOT ?PfT gt vTO $'«<»’) '"’«W i 

H I 1^4 " TO TO sft *W$WI ^ 1J3T 4^— (elPiqPld H u liofl 3>t 3?R <*i«ti'c t?T 

git TOTORfTOSTf 3fR ft$TO WI TO oretff $ 4 TO* 

^WTfacI ifrwt 5RT ^r=rf®f?T ftdj TO^ 3>( vrt'io'id 11 f^J, ‘Sptfft 3fR, TO TO 

4t SZJFT 4 ^T TO? TO 5 'g—tlRMlftrl H>H<44> 3Tt IrolRn tRff TO tTTO 

?pft 'Trofar kRj gTO xro £fTO> wto ^ 'jftw otoi-i fkifcraf 3 

TOfcT f^U# ^ tjT| 3RT: WI 4 TOT ^oT 71 ftfcTTO 'H*isris«w'f 4 3 

$TOT 3.5 ftfeTTO W B TO gTO ^tTOtf 3>T gTOFT TOT TO^T ^f, 

3jk ^TOT €ttff TO viMMIH TOTToft ^ 3TrPf?T ^TOT 0.5 fifei<n ofFT £f 
f|R TO ?f. eft TOTT 35TOT«T?TOT«fr I 

s 

> 

3.11 >3M jcW f^FcTTO ^ TO f«IW>eT ?t TOT t f^ ^TOT €T4T anft 

mRmTO xTT ^ TOT TTO TO> xf#f t «fT ’JJ’f WTO TO^ txj ftTORT w<H 
<?R Xfltfri f^ft ^ 3PTO 3 ^.TOnTtTOTSff XFt ftTOT'TOFT'TOW 

t, TO PW>tf RtTOTOTT ijRchd t TO3TR 4 TlIxRTOf TOT^t tl TOT^ 
^jeT--^n®T, Ull^^RR TO TO ’ft TOTO t TffcRTOf 35T «i®iqi WTO 

sfR Tk-f^raro Mm rgfr rft ^ jrfer grfesRg '11 51 ^ srt tot 4f3er to 

3T^TW ^RRTR ^ 4 TOt)?r TOTOT TOT t TTOT TO ^P TOTO WTO ^ 
3T#T tl ^TOT 3ik TOTTW ^ ^ fcR ^ ^ fRT 1.10.2004 Vf ^T ^ 
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8.13 1 4 l ftW ?P W TOW flfewwf TO WJITOT TOW «it? ftTOfTOF TO 
fgqfW TO ?W*f WWT f I TOffTO TO? TOW TOl TO TO ?1 TO dl'll TO 
qwffm TO TO 1TW=?TW ffTOWT TO TO TOf TO WWW TO 1TO 
wHjwi t% to to^w TO TOTO TO iwtTO irUrof ttTOwTOi'pp 

toto TOwt ?tTO to swro f i 


P, p;fT TO 4s TOT ftfWTFT tfrf Wt?T TO fTOfW 
TOftTO/TOfiro TO ftp wTO ?wr n WHf 


■I 11 J ■ «> w "■ ^ 

WWfefT to! 


8.14 WTOlf=TO TO fiNlfto ^?T ITOWf pfffl TOWT TO TOftW TO 

TO Wf f??TO fTOTT WTO WiT «TT I 11=1.2004 i> WTO wTOff if TO^ TO, 
art#? TOm if to TO TpTOroff is ftfff 1 TO wr wTO TO flu tfari? 
pj TO fft iff | TOW?, 1:18=2884 if tfTOf WtfT TO TO TO=4fTO if TOfT 
gsnpr ?TO iTO TO, TOTO ftro=TO§ TO fITO TO? fTOTOwr if TOW 1 
a??Pif w TO TOTO l W TO?=?fTOw pttTO TO, fTOTOf wTOwrTO TO ?w top 
TOp iTO TOTO it wTO stTOTOt? p?TO TO TOTO fTOpro *TO t, if TO iwTO to 
TO TOto, TOroft' : fTOrofP i§ 1=2004 TO t^.wTOr TO totopto TO TO t, TO 
mTOw^t TO ^TOw tot TOf TO? TOTOiTO TO uroi TO TO=TOiTO TO fw 
fWiipTO TO wm WHiw iTOw mnf m \fWpW 1=102004 TO tHw 
wTOf TO n Piwf t TO n TO=TOf?f it TO TOTOff TO? ?? put |TO w 
tow TO pi TO wff wit? ?? nn fTO^ toTO 1 tfTOr wtff TO if TO topto I 
TO 1 ? TOnTO/fTO TO TO TOi? urn tfTO/fTO TO wn? TO TOTOi 
ip^lj TO iwTOwr t§ 1 = 12=2004 TO tftP wtff TO urn TOw pTOf TO 

’ A "' 
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I 

qq PmfoJT q>?ftT qft&q SJT I ft 'H'4l'JHdl q> fftqft ft 4.9.2006 qft 

qqftf SRTfWtfRH fftfftqq ^ ft 4Zqqq> [ft*llPl^l fftsrfftcT ft*? tl 

cPmfft, qft qftf qi# 'HfSMI q? Rqiq q^ft qq Pl u li| fit ?q ftqqfftft# 

^ 3?fStq> +!6Wdl q# fftftftri 


3.16 3RJ: vdM^<W fft?#*ur zj? f ft? tftqj qsrcReq ?ft# 4ft qt, 

?Tftqqq q? <H*Hd>ig«w q* qqftftq ?r pr arsf ft #ftr ?qftq 1% 
qqr- i ft-q>q ??rt> 5T?r ftq ariimJcPT 4^^ >sft ftra# ?ft ftqqrf ^ ?iqft ft 
?q>e ?sq -ft 3 ft? faq ft# awTCciT q> fftqfftr fti qqqqqeif qft qgftq 
'5l xr TTcft fttft' ^leiY ^> (ft«iy u fl qft RPlstiRcl q# i|q f®TpT aft? cp«lcl wfliow 

st?t ft# qftoT ^rqraft ^ ftq ^Rnftf ^ foq aifftr qft ftr #q> ftq vqift qft 
3nqvq*di 11 ^3>q? qf w i ftg q ^frft ?rc?qr ?reraqg q ? 3*raR ft- ?ftftq t aft? 

mi<Ht<»| qoncft ft ftq+'dl 3F?qsq t aft? ?q «HI<4HJrH4) 5im ft 
qrqft 5?r q? araq 3 ?raf qft q^ 11 

3.17 HTfSraw ?rqft cnftfe ^ ?#qq crerr ^icf waftf 5T?r qqiq qft qqft 
q# ^cr #naft qft ??ftq aft? -H^Rid fa? ??qft $ fj?q& J*?qq ft ftffte qqq 
ti 

?. #0 5: VdMMtaf ??T? q? £frq ?ftqr «WT ?ft ' ffeRT 

3.18 41? ?ft q?Tq?f-qq ft ft? qq ftq>?q q? # 3TT?TT t qft qqa q q ?? ? 

?q? q? ?njpf fftftsiftt q? qq> tftq #qT fftqq q# qq arfftqiftq: q??nq q>?crr 
11 ft?q qra 3q# qft ?#jt q> qqq ft ftqr qq ?qfKq t, 3ft?/aT«iqr qrgft. 
qqft 3ft? q%qf qft ijsjq? ft q^ 7WT ijq^ fftqj aToFT-SIorq 

qft fftqq q>?^ fftsqr qq ?rqqq 11 aftqq ?ra?T ?rafaft ft arftqr qqq?iaft aft? 
^q?l' qqrqqft qsq 3tftq> ■gqfttqtqarf ft 5?r ^feqjftq qq ?iq«fq fftnq I qeqfft, 
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gt ‘Fm^T 5 ^ to ^ fcTq RSf? ftoT vJTrat t toWT trfWBfa to?f tjf> 
to fg?R tjr ftoT vurtt 1 1 ?to fato «fhr tfr tsrr mr tr ?tot t, 
vjR Wftot FWT to?J JRJIcR>f to 'RT FR5 3»R!H ?fR^T iflPffl t, tot f£ 
ii ’FWRT toe* *FR?T FWsfiTS^R to fRT to RT to t, T?Rft? W # tocT 

totofa tocT to tt arftocR to toct tl ^RRf ^tfrT, -toft? 3$ tR 
3TRTfto t, tofttR? toto to FJcHT <f 3^ ^ ^-1*WfRT " # 

3JRR tR xTcRfr t1 $3# mRu|h*S*) 4, ^TfTRT erFm 7RH3?T|to ^T? «ft^T 
vjTRfr t1 W3 <f, tr> to-T^too? toto <f, *RFR?npR ftofl ’ft ^T 
diftdiici toto to ?jto to f^KrirF 3 tot tl cwto, >{*n{*wff sfR tora 

4 

sfftotof to srat WTto fTH $ 3TTSJR TR *T? ftofa to to tofto STTvSTT^r 
t, ft? uto to *n wpt 3 uto tmR? to 5 ? gfa ?Ft toto to Rto t (m 
tot wt t), IRTRto to 3^ 3TRTto filWT RFftfrT 3 gftfiTRR fto RTcTT' 
t1 'Off *nj WRT to tlcIT t 1% M ftWT RpfrfcT gto ^ W W>T t I 
TFR^r toR cRZJ 3 t ft? UflK* g> foR ?RR<r g?r 333 to ftsiim t 
to <HH'W RRFRTf^Rt §RT 5RRT 3RRPT TRRg Rot TR? <RJ to 11 3TR 
TR? SRTRg? to, 3Tto TRRg to 3TftR?FR g?to g> feR 3Tto 3TftR?lftR? toto 
t£ fcR 3lto ■H^ l fCy 3TTSTR g?T «RHT tRT fi R TftR TJRRg 

TflRT^TgeR 3TRR ?R f?^ tlW 11 3T?T. gR ctofto tocff g5t 3Tf?R5 7?R5fto 
tocff ^ 'FfRT Mil^l; 3?1toT4 t l WH t? tt?TT, % ■H*«rt>l4<R gt ttR?»T 
cfR?fto tocff feR 3RRRf 3RT gRR 1 TTScIT 11 

3.21 grff ^FRRRTr g?T ??R3 fcf APUJI*l«b ?lf^Rff g?T toRt g?^ gt? «'HRg»1' 
gt JJrPlto ?sq ^r 3T?rr-g?I^ aiRR TR tocT SRH g??!t 3fR Rf ^P TFT ttof 
gft TJd'll 3^ ^ 'yfrRjcrf IPitll'< u r g>fRtto 1R? to tl^ t^ gTHI' 

gR^T 11 w 33t g?r ?Rc* TR? TJTRtot ^TI if 3lto 'TRTRT3Tt ^HI^'H' 
to $ RKR ^ ^3RT CTTI Wjtot 1RPRT ^ WRrsft trr tR tot 'tr 
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=Tf ^ feTTJ 3TcTT—37R? ftwi 34<H^T 3RFT cf> U’^cIM tR Tjnf^RUT WT 
R-faTSf ^ WTOTt WW'O i> TOM cfc q«T 3 8JT, 3TT%g> 

^ WfarTOff SfeTT—cfr cTFT TTCH cfRFf gft 3jfa 

] 

?HFf ?5t 3RffsfaT ^ 3TFF Wff% cfrsToT ^cFra§!TR ^Tcff <f> 

FT 3?t wqjlci sft| 31.7.2006 ^ SfT^TT strsTTF^J 

* $> 3.1T# ^FTcT wff ^ ^ tp: UFJcT falTT W f: 



v£eZF//F/ 7 i 


'3.1. .. tffi WW? 3WfrWT tff&T fawn tftsRlT 4 TfTF W 

&msr y€f tr 


3.22 'TT r TTJ^T3fr Tdl$'H'. ’JcT JJ^TJcT, ^-^TcT ^Tef ^cTT-<?>t€ Ft® 

IF 3TT% Wf^J, 35t 'T vjii^I cf?T ^>FRT cc»i><u| Tj|f jj^ tjit 

#Ioff ^ ’te’TFT cfr ^ 3 TiTT ^FTT 11 57F6T g#T <a|Ksq i c+icb 

j 

. FT ^ far 3.5 3 f^TZTT TOT t, oft 31.7.2006 fa ufat £ffa> 3TT^T ^ faFTtTO 

i 

'TOST faTO 11 5% ^sj?T ffaTT W ^fT t: 

| 

" 3 .s wmr vffimr $ mw smm w ffim^rzFi $> foy fa?fa *rfomwft 
3nm w & frm ftm w wrm #/ ?w ersf w gtyrr ftfif*j 

3 mrcff w ywfy w $ fcry Ms fMf i> cfbr ftfifrr jfag wftt 757 

] 

\JW3? fcP? ftw U# 2612.2003 ftmn £ jw uw ^ £-£w&f ft 

font ftm vft 26.12.2003 ft worn ^ £ mr ftmr ywifyd nrn ftfttw 
wMt u£ vw?wf ww ^ urm <£ smm m sifcm m & fifoffar 
ft>w wr^pTTi R\jf)*if ?> £Rf tief i> fen? R$vh)' & £tn ?tef m 
ftbyMiw urf£or wt ufwin wmn rff 3m?R q? wNtwrr wtft 

1 

fovwyy sriwrmciM <£ fo? jpjfen tr ; 









[ HPT ITT —4 ]____ HRff Hf>T i 

3.23 wR^f wm ^ tnfSftRR $ W? ^ fW ^RRiR Ms 

' afh anita arfSraRR 3 ^ antler (snStcr r. 9 (tft) 2006 ) 'STftaR 3>t afR 
TfPToTT ttt^t^tei ail^^i $ Rffisr R*mi*fH $1 

3.24 dRrrfc rtwctt t, *jTO-Rwfro $ mm $ 

3R% ^Neff ^5t RW <pfr RR 3 RR^ # U'HKtff R*t qciHH SRWT ^ 

mRu ii wr r tpR^afr/cNsr RwraRrf m «W w ^ ^ araifecr 

st m ti T* awfffrcr rfrt wrotr/ifaiR wrtid<t)1sm 

araa; wtaaraff *r #tor t Rirft 1 1 ara rwirt HRimr r]F?rttfe rrar^r 
g>r ^Ner arRMm€ amrR <r tow RRtf i> fcR 3 »bt rtr, ?nft> 
araifcer xNcff $ Mm %T^mTRTR#i'Rg?raiR ; TRF ^rr t 
TfpTRf aft 3TRT—'a5T€ TOR ^ mR u IIWRR ftRT ftft Weft f^rfW **rd 

wrafr/aWR traraaft srt ^ifteraff aft twft aft smpft, Mw wr ^ 
?ra, ara <wW 3 ft.# a?R tr atRT-anf tor rtow aft aRT# rt RRtft 
11 a? aft £fftw ci| 4 'WT ft Rftgrjjft 'Hfl’dl t Rt vJH*i!<Tai3ff aft ^ 
?f 5 T RRaaff a€f «ft 1 cwrrfft, fR gftft a>r aftatfftta tfftw waroT a> waft ft 
3Refnj5R fftR arrft =f5T 3ticiw*dT 1 1 Rsafr ft aw mR^kRt an rrt t <f*fffa- 

(i) Rl§taRR ft <ftaR affate? wr WRaft srt RR?an?atf ^ ^ aTcft 

’R Xja> \jRlc1 ^fft*TT el'llft RT leWT ^ I tpnRTaft aft? c t’ e l<H 
afnRc?, ^rt ftofW RW ^ ^ «n®r ?t vSRpt I neel RS W?T r€I 

sfr 1 

(ii) anr ?t fWr 3ieft iri%R«rf ai^vrrfT^t’R 

#arjg afnRe? ^ikr wit ^f t ^ in? ^R^cr ft r^tt 
T jTnRraft afR afwte? Refian5^t erw ^ -isi , rf^r ^ ^ 
HfeTR^if aft? arf^rar «ra^ wt ^ 1 1 


A082 GI/07 —5 



_*_ THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY | [Part ID—< Sec. 4] 

3.25 !jrf?r 5 j^r ftfihr w ^ fs ifj j ftp? tfh>f 3 §t 

3?t 3TTW cf> ph if It Wl «?T vif'Hlfti 'J'T^RT (hr 3.22 I W 1 ' 

i 

W I1 3TET: Wft fta*tH l-^IcTf cTSJT ^ l-^thf TTjlPT TR W 

j 

TOT t, 3TSlfa yllf TPPRf ^ l-^htcT fT>, Tift 7Pt| I, [STcTmT 3TcfT-wS 
armr? xr 3)R«ii4 ^pt h wi ft^n tpftt I1 

1 

3.26 yftfhiftpit' <f> shpfcr. sr ywiftd tftR j ftd<u| I’ to 

3 rm t ft; y-HW*. Hc^T l RitdH ynitfijj 3 th #tot IrateR; atftmnf 
WT % StotT-TO? 3TMTC tr gcfR <fj^Tf I TO It ahWT 5J>t ^ f 

i 

% ^tft ft^ft 4-3 tot y?t srar-TO^ to ^ t. It yftTro; tot €fh> 

3TT|?T ^ cfT\ HI yff ai'fl<9 ft TOH ftT-T ft ftld'f vl'd TO ftt 

ftiTOII yftft | 

; 

i 

ft. *J<^T fto 7: ftfthTOT TOTT tMW TO j 

i 

3.27 ftTOT.atT’hTO gM WT^tt 3th WfTOtt 5RT TOtT# ftt ftRT TOT 

1 

i 

1JTOR fttTOeT TOcT TO 'H«'Hshl^«l'iT ftt WIT TO ft’hjWTT tl TOTft 

ftro jjiftPhu ft ftft-4$j+i«id Tpnhfn fts I, ftro srphro gm T^tyrofr 
3fh wrwft grcr tohkcp ftt top? to +t«Hjt>i$«K strata! ftt toiIctt to 

j 

3t|cMd TOgT gipT It *jf$4,d || TOR> ipd'W'bM, 'TWtjblijTO 3TTSTO TO 

I 

hrah^T cPTOT TR5 IftT-ftcT PIT ftTO TO TOT ftwft TOTOT «jt7-TO ftgR Ift 

pfT i tot ttw ftt yfmr to 3rtto tot tot ft tort jyrr toto I ft; 

i 

TOTTOTOTC 3TRR fftlhq ft ftcTK if clWT 15 W<Hl|<pl', etWT 6000 

yWT3ft, 3th 5^1 IRW3Tt cTSIT ctWT 70,000 TFRcT 3tN^|<f ^ Iht. cTWT 

J 

cTlftlp 3tTEJR y? erieiltd Itrfr ^fr 11 OtetmT, 6000 Tpjywft 3th 70,000 

1 

I 

cthet iTErraTpf $ wdieH athf if trhcRfhf ^ tiwt wnpr^n stTEtR.if 









[ 'TFT III—4 ]__ g>t WB : __35 

#7 q# qft uf^vZTT qq> 3pra?fT 'ftftqT t, 7M ft7-q£ft«r<q ft!S ft ^®^sbl?«R 
ansiR qft ft# # M<hW ft fftT7 (fr'MI «4qei4 qft %, ftTfllft ftq?T wqiolftf 
rl«TT qqqTT# ftcrfftfaRT ?Rft qtft q>S TPJ^f STITT TJStTq ffttf W 11 

^q 5#ftq t ft U-cIMH ft 7WH ftq ft ft 3[ftq> qqTqft W. ##qq qq 
14-fc TN, 3pq ^HqTT# qT ftq?T yqMcp ft ul^'Wft, qT 'tl«*ismq«ix 3TmT7 ft . 
'Hinr^ mRci4h ft qqq^q fftftrc «Kdi<r #qr tstit 11 571ft ft#rFR<RW, fft# 
ftqqj qqraqj gTTT fft# W^ft ft!, 3!«jq! fft# qqqTTaT! 517T 1ft# yqioi<P 
qft 7T5Tq ftt vSTlft qT# q|cT Tflft ftr fftj7 q# fftqT viTT Tiqqq 11 ftftr M 
^rft ft #tr ftqftqT ft ttt? qq ftfaur ^ ftg ^ TjsrTq ft? qqi 5# 
qr#/qrg7 ftt anq#, ftft qq ftft ft# ftt ft^m, <iS'h^/xi4(ai«Px arqT 
qr# qr# ft! Tfsqr, fftsr# ft qjftqqiftf # ftsm anft .qnfftc! 11 ^ranfft, 5# 
ftlf ft Tjsrrq' areg# q# f qqffft qq> qj#/qt?7 ft qq# ft^rr ft ftqor 
afftReq ft tts# I (aftq «rft qr?ft ft qq# ftw ftftft ft ft 7T«f5# t) 1 
omqgrf #) 7*>q ft q? atftqq t fft ftt^ cfl'H'ii qsr #rq 7 ft 70,000 ft*ra 
yt)Mft ) : ft qqftftq tg «iilftt> arrorq qq qq> ft^TT 7#aqq qft # tt# qft # 
Tftqqft ft | 

3.28 q? fftrr qw 11 ft fft# qftfftqf # qftq> ftf^q qq qftq #rq> 

# . 

#7 qwRq fftftqft qq fftqfqq q^ft tg fftqr qnqi i^qft twft 
q^ 1 ft# qftfftqf ft qqq ft qlft 1ft# qiq q ftft fq #, qrl^iWT iq ctftft 
ftf arq^nft qq f^q» qft t qqffft qftq> ftqqr #7 ftqqnTT ft ftq qq# aftq 
11 ftqr ?#ftq t qqffft qftqft qq 31ft qi^q ft qfft ^Iftift qft 

ftqqi t, qrqfft ftqftqr qq ajft qq qsqqqpft ft! ftqqr ft t fftft 
tpqjqft! / ftqq affqft^q ?q qT?r qq sqrq fftj fftq ftqftf ft ft3ef # anftpl 
qR # t fft qqT qq? qrsqqqfqq fftftq inq q^p ftqqr Iftftq «n t?t t 
arqqr qft 1 ftq-q^ftqe! qqTftfq ftqcf ftqfftqrq ft qqqpq ft qi afqq ftqfftft 
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(ii) ^ Hgos pj uf £ % tfafr tor yuncft iwm ft 

3ft? HvjlRft ?t 3TT?fpft ^ ?T*T3ft ^TT ?T^ I *l«*lrt>T3«R ^ W ’ft 

3TT^T eTP^ 3>?ft 3ft STftrT ft I f?T^ WeT-^TT^T, #T ^ ^ 

^-^Tcft WIT ft ft ^ t, 26.12.2003 ^t wf ^ ftt 

fosmm w 3 ?wt w! vmft yft ■3iww* , cii 11 

(Hi) ?T®FT35Tf3?T ^ ftcff 3?t ?STT 3>?ft 1^, OT? «mmi 7 T*TT t, ^ 

£Rq> RcK u l, yft ?lf ftt ^TT xTTf%TT fft? ?M*c| ET^T ^> ?*fft *J? 

vjJJT^T yw ^ ^r|; 3RT8TT ftig 3fftf&cT £H?lRl SHTTcr ft ft^> v4H<y-j 
aft? fef5iecfl<fr^ i ^ qrefo w yft ero>r erft^n, vjfrfo TTTf^ft ^ 1%cT ft ftt ^£i 
ftmj ftyi y^TcTT3ft cfc fer ft .^ToT TPTEf ft ?g& ftt 3TftfiftcT t cTTfft> 

ft ?T®fr?P>lf«rft yft ftfcT? ftciivj U<H ^5?ft ft ^4 ft <ii<?> I 

(iv) ^ritfecT ftfftp fft?TRr arrft^r *if ftt ■gfftf^r ^rr 

•? 

j|lj 'UsHsPig'eR 3T1ETR ft 3Pft? sfft ’Tftfa cRTf ft ftfa ft'lHfl’TTft (STejfrT fftclftt 

^rfft ft ^ppft. ft, ^3clftt ft) ftt ftft-'(M'HPIiJdl ftft ft>ftlFT 
’Ffloff’T ftt ffttre cimr R W *Tft ’l^T ’ent^j I 

ftfap anft?! ft -aarffte «nft *nft aw<j«>3 

4,2 "OT^T ft affETR- *R, yil§<JvRI Piechft R t fft 

crcfapr tfcp fftrRt ft aryra ft ftft afft ftwi ’ft-if&ftsrer ^rftrr 
SRftRH ftt ftftnsff ftt sipt ft Raft f<r ftfftp ftfttv’T snft^T ft PiMfaRsra 

afcRg ftft TtTd^:- 











C^Ffin—’sr>g43 __ vrcn : zmvm a. 

RerPr ^ arj^R fft “stf* ^t ^ *i®upbi$*rc 35 x4>£r afP 35 f-^roT 

■gp^f t cfSTT 150 ^0 (^f ^t wl'S^) qq ^icfH 3R 11 6 lenity, 

SJrj^jt f Pilate #*TT 235 ^0 (3Rf cf^t #33R) t, 3)«[cT w^icicp vRRt 
156 ^>0 (150 W + 150 3>T 4 wf^^lcT) cR> ft ^THlPirl I 

(iii) 'rfl’HiM ^ft ft Prt^ Pr?r m-mIki ^tvjr<f q?t yiPr ^PiR^a ft ^ 
^err TT^TeTT fe44>. ^ v3H*FT f PP*T 3R I 

(iv) tp? sitPrrr ^rcT £Rq> #r ft PrafRer 3R ^?t t, Pr# arPR? w > 
^r«rcT afPRe* *i*H# T 5 *R f t ^rniPcT ^rfr ^r t, ^mm&R ^r wfc 
YlfcJrT ^ wf f PRR 3TWPcT 3Rf ^ pR ftefet w^ldcb 35T PRkR tflPPr 

g>t arPra> Prewar? rtrt «hr Mwtl 

) ! 

(v) vh fpTT qRT yrcTPT qR f, PR fPtt ^ pR - 

cfavT OTRf 3 <|fe eft JFjfcd $ ^ 3 3p5 WIR^jf uft 3TT9ra>T3Tf # SIFT 3 
^3?f 5 ^, -Hl(3l<t>y»T ^ PT°fa %1JT t f«t> f^FTH ^«T?f OTHT 3 4 nlfl’fld ^ 
aFif^ra? ^iftr irt ffe 3?f vjifj, ^it % 29 . 11.2005 ott^t 

SRT q?ef €t 3FJJTfrT $ '3fT 11 <14^4, 3 4 HfcRIcT ^ f?TJ 

wm*i fto ywR^f cra> ft P^rr. 7 rat 11 

(vi) yfpRRPT w& ^ ft ara^RT t P> H'HI'M ^t ft Pt^RT f> pR 

\ • x . 

SRTR^f IRT 3PR?cT 3TmR ^R ^R ^Teff q?t ^STTcf ^Rf atSplT T^fR ^t f 
W f ^t TR5fR f eT^f ^ feR W 'HH*tf«f»Tft MR^I viMd^T qRRT ^RT 
I rf^TlP, ^R ^Tcff ^?t 4l4l4 #TcTt ^ «RT«R ft el ft ^fT%q! fPj^T 

c^Rq? 3TT^TT q?t ^T PRRcIT qf vrTTft ^!3f ^t H^f^T 3i^4pt ,ft 'qf f 1 3*^ 
>Ffm ft, SRTR^> ^R 5^ qqif ^ feR R^TcTR f Pptf ^R afR f?Tf, qtff 
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3 rfetftcfiT, ^ xfsTeff <ft «pf? tiim VR ^Wt l cWft, *TF ^rf^cT 

«£ feTJ 1% VIH^sft/^TeT affaVcW' ^ cf^ ft*>4 *S^J f^f^T ^ 

tspTT jmTcfi STeH'-cpT^ ft4?c*f ^ *IR, Hifaq?^ ^ aTcTT—*^ t3 

SfftftTcT ^ W ftP°fa feT4T ti FH 
y iTl vr| Vffsf, 3fK %—ci^fl, ^Ht, St?ft ^ ^icm ftfaR°C qiRlR*4q? 

>H®Mtf?l$«Nl HHct 3 M cfK[ l 1 ? ’Jc*? - f^rf^T 3>t STW^TT W 
^FTti ‘ 

(ix) ^ srfW^T, ^T *fF HcT t ft? 3TcTT-^ 3fk /F# 3* 

if\x\ ^t 5 f tt^ -Jje^i—P i\mT^ u I TftSf cfft 1 st orfe^Rid 4>>HT <f?14?t sWi, <rtfffo> s 
^ft f fr^t 3 T^aTT f?t ^ ft?4T vJiT TT^TfT t 3TcTr-^l€ 3jk 

cTcfaH <kf 3?t gemr 3 -^i ^ n$ Ft I w& 3?T ^ 

Rrw ft yifew^r w 3 , 112.2007 %mn 

3 difl^si ^ ^ ^tr TTcf> cp^ ^ 'iftcN 4 pftnmr 4?r <rfe «>U4?^ ^ 

c$£f cf^ eft arg^fcf "ft 11 F?ft jp>rc, ^ ^--cNdt 3?t 
112.2007 eft ftkit f &.^t *mr t aik ftr*# ^ttetr w 

^mr ufT^Frt, ftr? 4 ulci^rcT ft arf^p ^ttw i 

ft yicrETH 4 F ^jfftftcRl^Rft 3{|q*43? t ft? .ftSFTFT 3jk 4?t 

^ft 3jk 3^M<H<*9 cTT ft WRT ftt^ W ?T STF* 3jk 'H*1fmsj«ift ^ 

^ i k?TFft ^r Ft i mftcfvRT 3?mr t ft? y^K4? y^rfeTF ckt ^t 
^rt ftr^ R 4 STTf^ft ( W^3Tt, c^feT IRneT^t 3|2?4T qiPif^qcp ^4eT 
4«*Htf>!36Nt RTTRT ^4Fj ^ t cT^TT ^ SRh? 3n^f ^ 

42TMqftftcT ^ 3TcTF4T ^f ^ TOTnt I 

(x) ^ #cf-^TW4R 4F Pl u ^ fcTOT t ft? 3TT^T ^ ^ 3^ ^ 

3TW 5 ? ^ WT r 'Sf^T? 3Tft?r ^ %-^kr sNt ^ WTcft ^ 
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bam ft fftafta 2ft arr ^ ftRaft r eTTft atr 1 wea: 21? 

ms} t ft; ftfl afft ft?-ejftr ^rsft ft ftnefJT ft WT efR ^ RTftTOft 3 fR ft«JcT 
jeraidR ?R ftfftu BIT^T ft Rift ft fttt ftft R aa W R3R atft, aia W 
jfft? ^aft wxiieH sfa cffr ^ wi 3 ^ wt f^n ^tt?tt i 

i 

l^ftT BITeiR R ejftr aft elT^ eFRft eft sIRcR fftftTT I aanfft, ftft ftaR 

Rafftaa aft fefaed 'trr ft I fftg i^fftftlcHcft ftft wift wr ft fftn 
t, ft ftffts aufta ft ftafta a?ar anft a#ft i 

jftfftu Rft»TT rt ftrarfa<n 

I 

4.3 \jR[aa fSReltiui ft f*r £fta> ftm ft ftraftnr ftftsft afanjft gs[ft r 

srr r; t 1 ftaT Rftr to, mlftaRR aft Pinfafeci ft hhI^h tjto fan I 

3 I 8 lfa: 

\ 

(i) TTTfftRRT RT 21? RT t fft R?IRT ft fftufRT ftg fft afftlft sffR ftaftf eft 

* 

WIT eft eJTTgefa ^RT 2JT RTTft ftft | clRdft' ft ftpr cpffRRI 

aft ?fta ftfrrft Raa ftftr \-i' ftfc ft' ar?ft, 'ft-i' 'ft-2' argft, ftft 'btr 

i 

jsNF ft fcpnffta f^RJT uTIftn I 21? c|jffc|RU| jrbh IftRWI Rft ft RftaRTft 

j 

jaRa 'H'lehK, ffta ftwro ft wftcRT sTTRI ft vTRREf ftftift cpffaRR R 

jarfftaFfa arrarlfta #fti fftaiar i8.11.2004 ft an.m fto 2(2i)/ill 
|(ft )/2004 ft 3 RJ 2 TR ft— 1 , 2 >, ft -1 Bfft .ft -2 ftfftft ft BTlft aift aifft/aaft 

jaft ezwiTrw wra ft 2 ttst ftoaa 1 1 

i 

!(ii) aiftf aar Rpftft afft ft ftaar ^fta rt lift I, wi!ftaw u i ft 21? ftfe 

IfftaiT t f% ft?r ft ftiR ft^ift 3 iPicii 4 d: 2 ir ftf&rft ft afafta ariftar i ftf> 

Iftftr ftft efteloT ftaaft ftt cf5R ft^JT RTcft eft t aft ’fftft Rfft sfft 3ie}-?TFft 
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5tqf 3 ft?t t aftq qq<ft qW qfacT ^RST ?tft % I 3ltem ^ef 

ft^qq>, qft 60-80 3qof qT q*Rt q>q 3q?ft qft sJRlPld qR qt t 3fa fwR^ 
qrp^tq 3fa ft-#qeft qq TrffcW'T t, ^Tft 3fa qfatft «tf*RTf ^ 3RT# OTqft I 
qfat M ijq ^tcT aitn^yt qft f fftq# fefaqqr q|qT ^TcW qRTft tg q^qq 
fft>qT qqT t 3ft7 ft 80 ftqqff srfftq? ftqoT sift'd qRft ft OT 1 1 


(iii) 5Tf.frer Jftq; qq qq> qraR 3 ?sqqq ^r q? tot qqq t fft> sftqq qffaq? 
qRR qqR (qr qajRftftj, a^ifa sri^r uftlq-cii sftqq qqRq) qRt &|q 200/- - 
qqq qfftqrs 1 1 fttfftrqr qreft* qftiqr ft qft 2007 qft sreftt qlftiqr ftfofftqq 

I , 

M 2 3 q? qqTqT t fft> qft 2006 ft , q 3 rr^frg N RR oTWT 160/- WJ m(cWI 6 
arri areft q#q> fttMT f^e foqqft ft^qr, 2007 ft> ftlqq foqqft ft q? aigqiq 
cwraT 1 ft* qaiRtft^ ^r 143/- qqq qfft qT? ^tct qrf|q 1 qfft sq fftMr 
■H'ldHl irt qqqj qq fq #1 qarRftig, qq 3 frqq t eft ?q qift 11 ft> 
afrqq qaiRftt^ m qfftq qrqqq 168/- qqq qfft qr? ftgqT ti 3RT: 
qftftqRq qq q? qqRi t fft? 2 M #qT qft ?qr qqq? qf fftqfM fft>qT vfTq 
1 ft> ?q tfrqT qf qqq sfRrar ies/- qfft qre ft* 3 trttrt Ft, qifa 
U'Hrui sftq fttqqr 2 fftt stq qft qqRq Ftfft q Ft qft arnt qqtqR wftqqt 3 ft ft* 
fM ft* fftq 4 t a i P i qw gW 1 


(iv) qt j fc ft qq arfq^f IRT qq>. aftq i[qqi«t> qq5qq qRiqT qqT 11 qq> 
qqRq> 4 i!^q qqiq qR t, fWf ^ 2 ^q 3 IT^?T RffHT $ eft 

qgqr ^tqR q> qvqfrq? t, 3?qtq 30 m srf^rm vwtfy + 30/50 cnf> 
$-&!&/ ?w «# & eft #$v!f % vfr worfiw i, d wmr £: 

250/-V. (mf Tff^W) # 32 W&? + 40 $-&m 3ft? gW W 300/- 

v. (mf wl%wj # 34 w&V + 6 i $-&m $ WT t/ wm, fww mnmi 
rffo ifahr f tft t, it $w £ftw 3tr$?r ?ftm 4 it qj?r &tct rW i 
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fW 57777' #' 240/- ?. (W # ft' 23 V‘fid{'4-58 

(ppfr & fcT? 557 ftwfvfcT 077 ?IT i, eft ttvT 5 ft rftm 

w 300/-?. wtft / arraT? tr, tis siraiftt ft ?pit qq ?t557tt t fft> 

rqjftTrr + 50 ft-ftqftf 55f ^ 1 4^5 5 TJeq c?WT 275/-WJ (55ft 7#7T) 


(v) 3t?T qft ft ftt ftftlT ftqftt ?T7fKT TITO ft ?T557TT t1 7jft? St3I 3 55PT 55? 
?ft ftt g?s5 lfHq?I3ft PlAIHI^-HW 3TcIT-55T€ qft TTqiq 55?ft ft atlclRtw 3iqft 
ft-’ftlftf 55T ftftvfl ftft ft ?t 11 TJ55R, ftsjft 3iqft ftfftcft $55' 

ftftlJT if 34 ft-ft^Tcft 5ft 5?WcT 5? 29 UlcISIcl 5ft ft ?ft til f# 5551?, 
3tT^Wft^cT 3iqft ' 3 ff fe *TT? S T r ft 31 ftft f(J 23 qfcTCRT 5ft T$Z 

ft t aft? snft gq? ftq?' ftftar ft 31 ftft f? 38 qfft?ra 5ft 1 sra; 

q? 55gT 75TT 'flepni 1? fft eiiulK 3iqft ftftftt ft «Tc55 3TT55? ft ?oM ft ft—ft H el 
ftft 30 Hfc l g l cl 'ft 3#55 5ft sffW Tg VT5H 55? TfT 11 Tjfft VTZ 5ft 
30/50 ft—ft^Tcft ftg 150/250 ?>qq 5>t 3 ToTT-55t€ 5rH 5>ftT7T f? cTT^ fftrjT 
53inf, eft fft 30 / 50 ft—ft'left fcIT; 150/175 <>H? 5ft T£5 UM! «p|*ici (ftclftt 
11 Tjfft ?q ^?lft 30 ?IT 3Tfft55 TjqTftftj ftqftf ft fftq 77/- ?5qq ftftg ftft f 
eft fft 30 / 50 ft-^Ncft 7ft victlT^ I 7ft for; 182/252 ?5qq (55ft 5ft ?ft^55?) 
TIT 55? ?d^r 231/314 wi 5ft cimrftt 5ftw qreT FTeft 11 


(vij) ^ftftq ft, ?ft»iT fftnffftr 55?ft ?rti RnlciRad qrar? ftftft ofpmft 
Tjqftftt qT^ tt^ t: 

^ 5 ; ft?r ft qsiR5H?ri? 55?f ?tH?t ciwt 168/-T5qq qfft qtf fi 

(Bt| 30 Tjq5€ftj + 50 ft-#5cft ^ feTJ' ft55 eJeHIcW ^ 

ctricT 55? ?rf^eT cnTqq 275 /-w; anqftt i 

(q; ftt?T ^51 ft 7T55 c|oH l cH45 ftftuf 5ft cTFTcT Viqi6?“l.'W«q *nftft ft 30/50 
ft-ftqcft ft foP? 182/252 ?5q? (5>?f 5ft «1^55?) 7JT 5T? ?#cT 235/314 ??q? 


I 









[•fffT.ffl—■qgg4] _ W WET: aWWKm _ _ __45 

4.4 ftro ftsrratf ft ^- Pratiu T ft 3ft 3 st^ irt to? faster 

ftRT 33T % | 3F fftlftTOT TOlfaT t % RPlR'd tfftp ftfaT ft SaTTlft^ sro 
3>ft ftlcT u(? I H I 6 151.68 TOT3 TO 152/- TOT3 ftft .3ft ftTORT 11 4 UftlSM 
to? argiR fir ft fftroroT 3>sft ft 3R MRunftl saroftij, i58 ro ftro, 

3ft tfftp ftftlsH arTftsr ft ^ fafeiHH 168 ro ft saroftPi, TOft ft totr 

fftlT I iftf 35N, 3fa ftfT «t||cH ft W ft W <T 3TTO1 vj|H<t>lft (5R 

TO gS3?T: *TJ-1 afa y 3TCn ft-1 aft? ft-2' 3T?ft afft ft*T ft3oT 

tlT? ftgt ft TOTOR TORT TO 1?T #) ft W 3TOTT t fft *tf—1. aftl S' TO3T 
ft-1 3ift-2' 3T?ft ft 200 / 250 3ik 175/210 S>. (TOt 3ft UlsSTO) 3ft 
TOTR ftlTO, 275/- S>. (3ftf ft|?T) 3ft 3ft ft?I3TO 3jfr 

182/252 WJ (35ft 3ft ^ft^TO) 3ft ftST 3ft ft^TTOT ft oTWT TOTFT 11 
3TST: S l f S pE TO T TO 3f TOT t fft TOTW fftTOl-fftrft ft 3T3 tfftp 3Tft?T ft 
fftffte tftlJ ftTO ft iWf 3ft TOT 3>lft cRT ftTO TORTiaft 3ft 

RTO3 fTfft ft SRft ft 3TOft, ftft, TOTfftS 'ft 53TOJTO tl 5ST3ft TOTftftt 
fftTOfftt 3ft TOSft afK '8M(J<W TOR TO TOttSTT 3ft TOSft I 

<JJI<s3lrH3> TOTOT TO ST^ft I 

fftrT TOTToR (SR fftflR) TOST TOft TO.TO. ftO 2(2l) ^.II(ft)/2004 tellft 18. 


18.11.2004 ft arjTOJ TTfft afa TOTft 3ft Sjf) 
TOfcTTO 



TJ-1 «JeTRJ ?tm 


TJ- 


«ft-1 TOTOT 


ft-2 TORT 
3ITO 

1 

ftlclft (Vft 

i 

(Vi) 

i 

3TTTOT (3/1) 

1 

(Vl) 

2 

(VD 

2 


2 

(Vl) _ 

2 

3\S*\4 

- 7\ - 

3 

"feftt (3/ft 

3 

+HTO (3/1) 

3 

aIW8! (VI) 

3 

smw 

4 

fro gsr? (i/D 

4 

(3/1) 

4 

STKT^T^ffeT 

(yi)__ 

4 

3ftft(Vl) 

5 

&R13R (3/1) 

5 

3T«I3? (3/1) 

5 

TOR (Vl) 

5 

ftcTTO (VS) 

6 


6 


6 


6 



BS 

a 

! 

1 

m 

EiBffil 





■ 


8 

TOTTOT3 
(3/S)_— 

8 

El 
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cqrsa nft ra ? nm cpt apjftr n 

fcmftmi aft? ’gstra ft ft ftp? ftftft 21 2007 ftt ftp Ri'^qn 

Rpref—'Jll'<l Ift^l 7 FJT ft: 

I. g?r ctsft ftt ftcf % ■Hlvajcji £ftq> oifcrcen ftt OTicicmRal ftt ft^r? 

^TcHcT f 3ft? ^tft ttcT cmT 3 ftft t|<iHlkJ ftt f ftHef) cf5T? u T 3HJ c|<T>f?M<+> 

ft Mtc i w rf ftt t, fttt ft?-ft?t seRff 3 tfftp ft ljuT^-MI ?ftFT ft? 
f^TT vJRIT ft%<?? 

II. ?ft aft (I) ft aa? 'gf t ftt ftt 'Jim aft? Pt4^ u i. ftt aiftsit ftft 
ft t aft? aft gr, at a®eePTg«t?f ft ?j?sn ftFt arft ftt ftfe ^ ftp? 

ftT ftftl aftt vJTT% elft 3t|c|!*A|epdl #ft? 

hi. aft ftwr ft aw 3 aeraa a?raft ft 7 ?! aft t, at 

(cf>) - ftT ft«R TTTgftf U?T ftft! afffta? ftt, ftftt afffta? IT?T ^‘lei'tiaft 

aft? Wl^faft sfT?r OTftf ftt ft«ToT fttft a? ftl ft^pt ?ftfeTT, ft 
fftrft 26.12.2003 ft aftja ft, ft ft?-ft?T ftft ft fftt ft ?ft ftt 
arjftct ft 3 tfj aft? ft?n fft ga ??aa fftaT anaT t sift ’jft a? 
anatfta ^tuftfr i ft ftp? atfftp 3fti? a? aatafta ftp? ftR? - 

c' 

(g)- ?tft sift ijaq ^ftft a? atratfft gftFftft ? r t 7 TlftftT ft ftp? ?fft^t 

ftftT aagft ftt t, ft ftfftcl eft ft ft srftvRTTaf 3TTtftft ftt 

ctpm ftaffta gft ft ftp? agaa gft arftr ftfftft a^tftr ftp 
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q^pT Ft *jq>eft t? qft R^t, eft 3Fq Prq 3q>PqqT q^fciqf 

: qq ftr[R W ^ETEPeTT t? 

] 


' T r) qp vjqa (iii) (qr) P PfqRq qq PqTq PpqT RlelT t, tft qqT qfq4 
tetPT qft TffyJ^T qPrif IcrfaT 26.12.2003 qt WR qq 1.1.2007 qR ftqT 
WJ 3f|q Pr qq ^Reff affq qTPqr gqiqqftPt -HHiqlvjH anft $> feiq 
j oRcieR efft ary# «ttf P ^t qqq? 


IV.[q>) W qfpjqr cZfqqeTT qft RPleT WTtqenaff ^qt^i qiPtqr 
qPpT qqRt (qRf q>t PtFqR) qq qm qftfcFT PiqfPeT qRp ufetW l Pel f^RTT 

i 

qq |qq>?rr t? qft qF Prtt utrt t, eft PinltHRsiei qFg3# qt qqiq qpr Pmer 
RpqT:- 


! (i) qqT qiRich pqer qqrqf qq qrqrr qftfcfq qqm^-qq qt tpr 2.27 3 
qqrfq qq ePtP q) PrafPer qft qq qm?eft t? qqT qrPrqt Pwr qqRt 

i 

i 

j qq PiR^ qftrT PrqfRer q?Pt qft qft^ aqq q^Pr t, 3fp q? q^Pr 
! qqr ifpft qrftq? 


] 

| (ii) qqr qrPrqr Pfr qqpt qq qq?R q?qq qftPfq FPt qrffq arqqT w 
| qFiqqqf, qi?ft ePff 3ftq %-qTFP stqf P Prq a?qrq--3T6rq qftPfq 
I *jqq> qt Ft^ft qT%q? qp FT, eft p) aPff q?t qPlqr «pft qt Ptq qF 
qftfefq qqr #ft qiHq 3fp qF qftfoFT #ft erq qft qqqrft? HgM'Kl' , 

! qTF^t eisq aqfqiF^t ffTsff P qPfqRR qq qqrqF qT anqrq qqT FtFT? 

1 

J 

1 : 

I 

(iii) qqT hi Rich pqqr qqrqf qq qrqq qftPfq qf qqar qq>€tq 3qqff aftq 
^-tqcff qft RfTerq qfEqr tft PrerfPer FPft qTflq? "qqr qqmqf-qq 









[whi—• er»g4:i 
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for 2.26 ^ f*rf%rr ^gsror apt * 4 tro* tot faro tow? ft <fr 
aff^ ^ ^ f^pj arror ^r to^ to^ '§rot 3ft 

vjMff RT ttror tot Eftfl? 

(iv) ^ tot?t *ftf&n crasftTOtfrltfr^stoft 5 * 3 toPttott 
xr ttfer ft^ TOcft RftTO toto* trerosTf ^ *i^hviw, ?roft to^stt 
<jft TO4t TOftrj? toto ^If^nT ft ftftt totor preroatf $ toto toT 
toRcT 45*ft £ ftnj w ttoxjto ^nt tot? i 

IV. (TO) ?lf^ fW (TV) (TO) 3 j UTOI3 TO, PlTO* ft>TO TOoi t <ft TOTTOTSTf 
5 ri tofirto gft aft* ^tef aitftte* srt ^*i^>atr TOt ft*i <r«ici uroft ^ ; ttto 
tf £ftro Prater *t *mfocr tot WcT totto^ TOftt toI^t? tot Sfftro fftarfror 
«rrro* TOt ?nroff to Tft?r to *tto?tt t? 

». „ i v 

iv. (*r) ?*r fro TOt toh ft troft f'l 1TO ft*-TO*r TOTO ft ftt h+toto TO 

TOt tHefi TO m$H«l' 'TOftlTO' TOlfts ft %, TOT TOTTOf—TO TO ft*T 2.25 
ft fftflf f^.u^ft» i 4ii TO to^TO ft TOTO^rt TO forq st?tt-to€ t^tot TOt tojTOtt TOtt 
gflRT ftm? *lfe ft, eft TOt3> TO* TO ftTO SfTOp fTOftTOH TO *TTO5 TOT TOft 

TOTf%T?? 

(v) TOT cAlleKFlRW TO??! TOTTTOfartf TOt 3tqRi°c TOTOt TO *TTO 3 
PTOt iftft ^nttr! (roTO aromT fftffTO font 21 toto, 2006 TO £fTOp TOTOlro 
anftTOt TO *fro ft toto t) to aror TOro *F®ffrofTOf to to^ Pt J l3 ^TO ftp? 

ftt TOftTO TOTTO TOTO TO%^? 
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2 2 f^eT 37T33f-33t 3ft ^sRTT^S www.trai.gov.in 37! R3TC3ST 3TCT3T 
33T ajT cttI% 3TC*itc 3> 3rqft fd^f&rai ftvi tt3>i f^qt^i'iii gft srfrR 
eTftTC;? 11.06.2007 aft| 3p7 24 felRsIrl fctf*^ Mu|t|Kcfrl’ 3T3T I 

3P7T f^qf&ralf 3ft7 7^13)' 3>t Tfchfad fctiTJT 33T 3fk 7ff§T3T 753 3 |W TJcf? 
7TCm 3ft www.trai.EOV.in 37 18.06.2007 37f 773T Wl ?7T3t 

3K §371313, c^lcHcMdl 3ft7 7TC333? 3 4,7,10 3ft7 13 tgcTlf 3?f 3tt33 

?re7r ^mfir | I 


2 3 37133t 3t f^TJ g^f ^ g^q q^jgff q^ qPTETTC3f % fcqfr 

fffF# TPJiprTC 7f3>fcTcT fcpTJT -q-qr t, 33 7R3 cZTHTcp 7TTC ^ ftfTT 373 #:- 

i 

fa>) 7T®Ha>14<4<T/73331<tt13Tt 33 3fM*rf£)c3 3TC^ <TTcTT Tpjp 


(i) 7 «tcr 3 t g^- 37 : cfft? 7*333 3ft ft3T 3Tfft; i 

(ii) TmttTCTt ^Tf%rF 73 333> fiRT rftvJ^T 733743 7ft 33?i TF^ FTC 

*it v )51 tf^j a™ f wr 3>r wff 7ft 3rertg7ft gqlfm 7t 777373 
11 #3^T ^3? Tfff 373 f^crr 333T qT%t? (7337T) I i 

’fTCjq 7ftfc73 qrft Tift qT%q f¥g TftfcFT 73 ft qrcf ^ fcrc tprarcifr 
arcpTCTT 37 33731% #ft 3Tf%| 33TF7TC 3f feTC, Tffc TftfcTCT 333n7ft 
(\!33l33T 7ft feTC) 200 30 t, eft 3eTCft3lt 7t WTCfsft 7T3> TftfcTCT 160 30 
(200-15%) 3fi7 tRiTRsfr 7) 373377 rTCP 136 30 (160-15%) ftft 3T%3 
(73337 f^apRf'll) I i 

F7cgft33f 37 33731% 7t 3T3f 7ft 733: 733)33 3ft i4^T 7Zf7[3>3 
3ft37T7f 3ft 11 
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[* ft iii-— 4]_;_ *m m mm : __ ' 

j 

—R <t>de1 JcR'll tit R 4 f4tR (4*11 Mil'll flfiR 3jfa tS 4 

RRfrmrefi 4r srtpfr tit r?4 rt sirr 44 4 Rtra ttT ’jet<jQj 4 ttf 4 
rr hr 44r frf4n 

— 'd<j’4 fcrf^r Rt 41 lei t 4 PW'( u i 4 feif HteFR 1 . 1.07 rrtt 'diyra 

tff FftT HfeR UTtR 4tTI 

(iii) elf4cT wflRTT RR cftT TfHf4rT Rtf 4 feTTJ *f|vjjt{| oqRSJT 4 44ftt 
4 3^4 R 05® Rtf. 4 ^rsfer 4 sRFfr f4tj rj fcWR t4f t 3fR h>® 
wrtf r feRfR 3ft144s4 41 #): 

- tR f44t RoR % 4f4t f4tfftt 4ftT ttflt 34? RH tIR 

3f4ltt/3#M4 HRtf^R ^444 tff 44 Prrrt rt4 tfrt frl%t i 

4t RT 5 RO ’JRT tRt4 4 efR R RJRT f4tT RTtT tlf%t 3fR RT 
3TTtR iR 4t FftT tTl%t : ’TTeT—1 R>0; tFtfleT HRHT-2 RO; fvTeTT RF4 4-3 
RO; RRtTf4tf .4 -4 RO; 3fR tFTttiiff 4 —5 R>0 I 

?rf IRT W-WlRd RflfofR ^chl4 t f4§ RPT 4 JJSR4ff4 WtfRt 
RT tSTtT RTtT tT%t | 4ffeft 200 RO 4* 3 t14r t4f ft4t tTf%T> cRTT 4f€tRT 

3fR 4t fsTR 4 fciTj ^etftt 44r tT%t (15 4-4teff 4 feR) 4 r 4 tRttrt 
4ffeft 44t trflt i 4te4 4t wtt 4 rhet 4, 30 tR^tt 3ff? 30 4-4ter rt 
^[flTH t (Rellftd '’TJddd RstT 15 4-4teff 4 feTt ?J5TT^ t^ 200 RO 4t 

' #t 4 f4q4d t) i 

<5® 3T*t tTftjR RTRT R'Rtt 444ft RT RRft tff RRf1 3TeTT-RT4 ' 
’5?t Rrf%?T 4-^tR 3ff7 tRflt w4 R #fcft 4 f4 ’Jet' wr: f4tff4r 4 
tmj41 rf 4, t?i4t4Ri 3fR 4 r-rf 4 44f c4 feR 144tR ’jet arflmtt 441 

tf4 4-4te4 4 3 rt-rt€ ’jet t 4 4-4te4 h 4 ^ddd 4 ^tt 4raff4t. 
cfRtl 3TTRtR t4 tl 

(iv) t4 'J’Tftat h 4 Sttf^RtT 4 5^4 R 

4t4 gtftet snRtR t4 t, hrr 4r mR4 tf414f?ttf 4 f4tt 4r4r i 
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[Part HI —Sec. 4] 


(!) 

i 

i 


f’TftSTO? fecHftcb tftft TOTftTJ | 1 

TOTTOT^/TO’TCftTOVTOTOTO cfr 4ft tfap f’ftfTOT 4t TO 
^ ^%cT 3TcTT—'ERnS ftcpcM TOTOTRT TORT ’enft'J I 
TOTOR c[ft dlchdT TO ft^T TORT TO^TJ I 


(j/i) 3 TTOT-to€ STTETT? TO TOTTOT3TT TOT ^TOTO TOTOftT TOtft 4> TO: 
-j- 3 TTOT-TO€ cllU-fft f sfr? TORff TOf*Tffr 4 t ^Tpft TO#T! | 


(M) o£nronftg> RTOtrorfrot 4> f^rxj tott^t tftro to: 

ancRTlf^ 4 ftTO TOTOTOT?TOt TOT ftTOTOTf IRT TORj fteRT TOftt? | 

I 

(jqiq-^lf^cp Rs?TTOT?TOf cfr felTJ f^RT PralRa fitR TO IA TOftr? I 


fe) TOTTWt TOT 


r ’TOtf ^ 


Tjyt WTOT FftT TOfl 1 ? I cRTTft TOP TOTOTO ^ TJTOftTOTT 3TOT ^ 'tfllcHI, 
'jrt 3RT pfpff $> fcrq 76TTOT TOf%rT W'RTftcT t, TO ^STR ftTOT t! I 

TOTOft %TOTT TOTOR TOfcftTOTf TO ftTO ftTOT TORT TOHff^? I TOTTO ’ft 


TfTORTO/TOTTOTTOt cfr 4ft ^TTOR TORR 4ftTO TOTTOft TOtRfcT ^t ffcTO TOT 75T 11 
1 TOTTOf-TOI 3 ftflcT TOTTOT TOTTOTfcTEp TOt R4tf§R f^TTJ f^R ^TOT 
jsTHpffi 4> TOTRT TOT TOrfct f| fTOTOStfcT TORTf^T TRRtTOTO ftTOpT ’ft 
^TOJ^rf R?t I 3jk TOfe TOR TO^ft pft «TScft ft TORR TOt Ttfc[f4f4w R?t 
ijpRTI 

r TSteTt cfr TOTRTO fcRTTTO TOTTOT TO TO^ct TOR TOTOt t sffc tfap oqTORTT 

^PT ftRTOTO^t TOTR TO? ^T 11 

TjeJj TOt fafaqfift fcPTO TORT t eft:— 

^ ftfaTOT 4> foR TOTOR TOTOTR FftT TOtfl^ I 









[srom—■ bto43 


: sre re r w 
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qqfqr yfcTFrat qft ^ fftgfqR q> foq qn^l qft 

qfft q Tfft ci fft^rr qqq i 1 *. 

ste w <r fftrqft ar?iT-qq€ gqrq qft 3T5*rfrr qtf ft qtqft qrftq 

q*ifif^ qrqteq OTjqft qft a?gqft^ ft wftqqr qft qnq qtf Fftn i 

(q) t&€i Ri«h atfqfteqf, affutetf anft qq qftrPrfa?q qrqft 

w qpp 

(i) qjft wr ^ g^ft qq: 

qig^ qq •H^Rd fftenq w qqra gjft ^rfcrsfer <ft Iftq^ 11 
fftftj fftRF qRq-qftqT aftq qRfairfclftf q> 3RPfa ftt^ tfftq> fftftqpr qft 
qnft qi^T qrftq, qq# qqqer ft fftenq tfftq-f»ftq t1 ft fftqrc %;- 

yft«r qw qqqlqfttaqT (jqfftqTft/qftlxeyq)) anqq qtr qft 
yTTcft/f^fyTScn?vi)qR SRfft q>qqT qBcTT tl 
2010 qq? qrq qq^ftser ft# aqqq tfft I 
qRqqq#fftrq/antftlftt<ft ft# qfftqqgf ftft <# fcqq mRiw #f 
Ft vJTTcft I 

- .' vjjq #5 qqi^ ftpRH ffterffftq q#f fft?q vj# affq EJF qtt 'H'4)frld 
fftqq vsttcTT fft> fft?q mROmRi-lTi' ft u-hk* aroft qqrq (qq aftq 
qiftfftqfftftt) qqr qq# 11 

(ii) qreitaftf qmi qr uqq> #q fttoj^T tfftq? siq^eq ^ qnft qfft q> 
g^ft qq (fftqqqf ft fftRm t aftq qfcra wiw af|q qnro fftqrq qgf fftq qq t): 

qq> sir fftenq q? t fft? ftftfq Rgq«n qnft q? qiqqft t #g 
qft#q <pr ft-arrcq qq fte af|q ft# qq f# qi%q 1 

- qftt ^ qqr ft-ftqcr arcq-qqft ansiR qq qjq> fftqq qqq 1 

qfft qqnqqft qft far? onft q# q??r gqqqq qq qftfefq qtf eF# 

qqqft qft qq ft-ftq?r aftq qrqfifq qjftfftqfftftt ^ qqqq cftqqq affqftqft 
aftq wftqqq ^ ftto qftqr qRM q>q fftqT qnqT qfttq 

(^cg^jsn^qq) 

gti i -wftfr i 3mu% qqftqq anf^r ?^qqr qq qRFTftqq qqgqq q$f 


tl 
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oqcrfejT xjg> cT?s>f xjxpp err afR gs<i'W>llcr : ^wc e xr 
3Tmi% AHwIvjH SFJTgXFvl ti 

TfrfoPT g>r fM&r xpt er^er m 1.1.07 ^ sgsntf xr qsr 

xrfR fclnsT, til’ll wtpK ^ fcpErr? i? 1 'n<i'4 ■ferfcT ffr fr ii.1.07 fr^ cfr 
xtsr 3 v>fr I «fr xp? ot ^^str uRcMh xp^ ^ 
snerewdi ?Wr fbp# tftxp sraw 3 RtftR xirft ^“mr 1 
Tftx^T czjciwt wra ^rfcPT srt yfawiftci cpxRr afRiFF^t 
XR (ftrlRf if fiR^T t 3fR -cFkRT xznxjcp sfR Mf f^FR' 7TFT fax XR 

i 

FTRtfa Fp? XxiRTOTt MT TftfcFT F> fafi^ t 3flF 3FF F7T 
T^lfcH'T g?r faxpTfar cfRXt XIcflTT FtXt f #7 Ffaft tt faR TpRcf fa? f 

% w Ft trxcT t afR xrt fa^fr xft -m ft TRfa t ffaf 

7#7f 7ft XHTBT xfasr XR R7PPT tl 

t 

FpJ fafaF sNt 3^7' xtF7|7f> 7ft feR farat 7|?t TtTsR XR 
3fRrrfat faR TftfcF 7#ff 7RT p? fatT 11 

xr> xjsjpt xrzf^raTTR ^r rft t fa xrirtp afR x^rrstt $ #ei wfcr 
fa=Rt 3TMR XR XR5 RTRTT TftfaF faq?t <tft XflR | fafat cfft ^fRTR TTTsR 
g?T OTTRIRRH XJXfxfR 7ft feR ?t TTTffa t 3fR xt-faRtf fat 7T75TT TtTfT 
XRI7TT XR <<t RR I 

TTFR TftfaF 7ft faTfa *t XR> facfR TZRtf faRT ^TpT # f^> 'Erf^ 
TftfetF RT^ TR^ ^ fax? OTTRRTJJ 7R3TT RTF? t Ft: 

tRTRTpf, XXRRTafr 3fR XJ^ftart ^ tRf faRXT FTfaP! cjfT XR5 HR 

mR’hiii faft ^Tftxji 

TRTIWf ^t XFPRT3T1 cpt 3TRT-tf>l€ ^RTR W fctcfRq ^FT 

'tn%xT| 

feRF XR>^R/x|-#hR ^t TRsXtT XJ7P ^ fcR FT%x; 

ip ariSR? FPft FiftR i 

RRR3Tt/X[cRft3fr xpt {^Rl *nFT $> fcR fcTTPR TO^chdl FTet 













tSPTin—-Taro 4 3 
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W(I Sletf 3 TJRftftf ^Tetf qft w fftf^5 liMxfiq WIT ^?rfft ^ fcFJ 
arfS)3f$iti fftRT rri 

^ fftPw*M f^fftRelRvjftFT CT87T RRtepfomT qft ftRT ft 
3niWT ft> ten? g|P|*K<fr ^ #TT | 

qftfoFT qft 5^?teTT rI^r ansu? 177 ?ftft , m%^r aft? r? ft-^RTf 
ft «[fe 3TefT-RT€ 3TTSJR q? Fftft RTf^J I 
(iv) H?INR/qR7?T3ft/T7eT?ft3ft <ft ftfa ftlT gRcf TPTRf ^ fftqf?R qft q^fft 

q? aft? WT^rafr qft 3 Tcrr—^> t€ fftRcR ftft q?: 

- £fftq> fftgf?R «imk jfifocufl q? qff f^t varpn Rflq i 

— IJR 'gSTTcT T? faiflq ^ foR 3(iH'rfl ReRftR 3ft *T|vjj<ji o!IcR®IT 
Rt argqfcf ftR| 

H'HK+f git 3raT-RT€ 3TISTR q? aiqft ^Tef ftqft ’errf^T? aft? 
ft-tqR ?tr?<i 3?t sfa 3ft ■*rffcT fFtt Rflq arsif^ (q?n?3ft ^ feiq 
45%, WRiart ^ felft 30% cTSTT qcRft3ft ^ fcR 25%) 

^RTf 3R 3R7T--35T€ ^R3 f3ft ^ 3RTTR ?R7?T3ft 3ftf^7T RTR 

rrrftxT [ 

3fft 3^ ft ft) 3^t ^TcT fcRT RRTT f eft 33 ft q? iff 3RR-RT€ 
'te eil'^ F)ft RT%q I 

- 33 ) 3^7 aft? 3 ft) if tjr 3 ) 3^1 ^ #ei ?tri ?eiTft?r 3>?ft 
fcFJ ?R |c|Pl<t *1 ^fR EfTf^? | 

(v) RM'HlRlR ?RTRTTf5Rf 3> feR tfftR 3ft SRWT: 

eRRHlRlR 'H«*iRI$«N')' §T?T ftq qft RTTSTR^T 3RR7 T7Tf3ft Reft ff 
sftftt RT%q R3 ?TR ancRTTpjR ?RHff5T?«Rf 3ft TRlfftcT eTT^ftf ?) jftFRR? 
'(ft) fft? Rift R fftPFR? ?ftft TRTRcfft ?) TTTRT qft) 1%q RR) I 

- «[% RRRTTfftR 3>3eT RsFRIfRft ^ fcR) RmTRT M ?f #T 
3R ?f Rcfj^ f 1 

JT'HKRf «ft ?7R7 ?RFlftft ft, ’TR7?T3ft/T7cRft3ft 3ft ft) RSTcfr? «RTR 
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j vjIHT fviFTi# TJTF3> W<T SFT t (PFT 

I 

j TTg> forrafrl #TT ’mflr’) I 

| Ff^cT tern ^ czncraiftra? <£«ra 

^r«Hfht^«K'V (cfm’ focTRT FtFcT 3fft Wf() 'gf^T 35t «ITF? 
wr ^ F 1 # f^qi f sftY ^ 3T^JTZPjnf g grgftcT 3>FT 

tl i 

3m: tTF t^3T vTT W3T t 1% ftwftrtf- tfc 3m#T 3ftY fc[rtRf,ir 3TF? tl 
3ttR Fiw 'Erafsfi 3, # xIR T€fpft m ft «fi, ^Pl<Ml4rl: ftxtRf WT 

eft <jfft (t'WftKl t yfrluifSid f^ifTi 




TELECOM REGULATORY AUTHORITY OF INDIA 


I NOTIFICATION 

J 

New Delhi, the 4th October, 2007 

'telecommunication (Broadcasting and Cable) Services (Second) Tariff (Eighth 
| Amendment) Order, 2007 

(No, 3 of 2007) 

No. i-l/2007-B & CS — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub clauses (ii), 
(iii), (iv) and (v) of clause (b) of sub-section (1) and sub-section (2) of section 
11 o ? the Telecom Regulatory Authority of India Act, 1997 (24 of 1997), read 
with notification of the Government of India, in the Ministry of 
Communication and Infonnation Technology (Department of 
Telecommunication), No.39 

(a) is sued, in exercise of the powers conferred upon the Central Government 
under clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 11 and proviso to clause (k) of 
sub s ection (1) of section 2 of the said Act, and 

(b) published under notification No. S.0.44 (E) and 45 (E) dated 9 th January, 
200^ in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Part III, Section 4, 


the Telecom Regulatory Authority of India hereby makes the followihg Order 
further to amend the Telecommunication (Broadcasting and Caf?le) Services 
(Sec Mid) Tariff Order, 2004 (6 of 2004), namely 

1. (1) This order shall be called the Telecommunication (Broadcasting and 
Cable) Services (Second) Tariff (Eighth Amendment) Order, 200^. • 


(2) ij: shall come into force with effect from the 1 st day of December, 2007. 








[ WTIII— TWW t ^ 

- 2. In clause 1 of the Telecommunication (Broadcasting and Cable) 
Services (Second) Tariff Order, 2004 (6 of 2004) (hereinafter referred to as 
the principal Tariff Order) in sub-clause (ii), after the words “the territory of 
India”, the words, brackets, figures and letters “except States, cities, towns 
and areas notified, from time to time, under sub-section (1) of section 4A of 
the Cable Television Networks (Regulation) Act, 1995” shall be inserted. 

3. In clause 2 of the principal Tariff Order, —- 

(i) for sub-clause (a), the following sub-clauses shall be inserted, 
namely:- ' 

“(a) “addressable system” means an electronic device or more than one 
electronic devices put in an integrated system through which television 
signals can be sent in encrypted or unencrypted form, which can be decoded 
by the device or devices at the premises of the subscriber within the limits of 
authorisation made, on die choice and request of sUch subscriber, by the 
service provider to the subscriber; 

(aa) “Authority” means the*. Telecom Regulatory Authority of India 
established under sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Telecom Regulatory 
Authority of India Act, 1997(24 of 1997); 

• 9 - v 

(aaa) “broadcaster* means any person including an individual, group of 
persons, public or body corporate, firm or any organization or body who/ 
which is providing broadcasting service and includes his authorized 
distribution agencies; ”; 


(ii) in sub-clause (f),’— 

(A) for item (i), the following item shall be inserted, namely 

“(i) in respect of broadcasting and cable services provided to all ordinary 
cable subscribers and commercial cable subscribers except those 
specified in (ii) below, the rates (excluding taxes) payable by one party to 
the other by virtue of the written/ oral agreement prevailing on the 1 day 
of December, 2007. The principle applicable in the written/ oral 
agreement prevailing on the 1 st day of December, 2007, should be applied 
for determining the said rates”; 

(B) in item (ii), for the words ‘for hotels’, the words ‘in respect of 
broadcasting and cable services provided to hotels’ shall be substituted; 

(C) the Explanation below item (ii) shall be numbered as Explanation 1 
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ereof and after Explanation 1 as so numbered , the following Explanation 
tall be inserted , namely 



j explanation 2: The principle applicable in the written/ d 
referred to in item (i) of this sub-clause shall also be applical 
ritten/ oral agreements entered into between one party and 
[ter 1 st day of December, 2007.” 

(iii) after sub-clause (i), the following sub-clause shal| 
namely:- 

“ (j) all other words and expressions used in this order but nd 
sfined in the Act and rules and other regulations and Ord 
ader, shall have the meanings respectively assigned to them 
ie rules or other regulations or Order, as the case may be.”, j 


ral agreement 
►le for all new 
another on or 

be inserted, 

>t defmed, and 
sr made there 
in the Act or 


In clause 3 of the principal Tariff Order, after sub-clause(c), I— 


i) for the portion beginning with the words and figures “prevalent as on 
5-12-2003” and ending with the words “with respect to both free-to-air and 
ay channels” the following shall be substituted, namely:- 



Drevalent as on 1st day of December, 2007, and increased jby an .amount 
ot exceeding four per cent, shall be the ceiling, 

(A) with respect to both free to air and pay channels transmitted or 
retransmitted by multi system operators to cable operators, and by multi t 
system operators and cable operators to subscribers referred to in sub¬ 
clause (a) above; 

j 

(B) in respect of bouquets of channels (consisting only of pjay channels or 
both pay and free to air channels) and stand-alone channels not forming 
part of any bouquet transmitted by broadcasters to multi system operators, 
cable operators and to subscribers referred to in sub-clause (a) above”; 

1 • 

(b) Explanation 1 and Explanation 2 shall be re-numbered as Explanation 2 
and Explanation 3 respectively thereof and before Explanation 2 as so re¬ 
numbered, the following Explanation 1 shall be inserted, namely:- 

“Explanation 1: The four per cent, increase referred above shall not 
pply in cases where the charges, existing as on the 26 th December, 2003 as 
nhanced by 7% permitted with effect from 1 st day of Januajry, 2005, have 
een further increased by four per cent, [being the four p^r cent, ceiling 
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referred to in clause 3, (as it stood before its amendment by tlie 
Telecommunication (Broadcasting 'and Cable) Services ^(Second) Tariff 
(Eighth Amendment) Order, 2007) ] after the 21 st December, 2006; 

(c) for item (ii) of Explanation 2 as so re- numbered, the following items 
shall be inserted, namely:- 

ii) MSO(s) and cable operator(s) who have been authorized to 
provide signals to the commercial cable subscribers 

iii) the commercial cable subscribers. 

(d) for the first proviso, the following proviso shall be substituted, namely 

“Provided that if any new pay channels) that is/are launched after the 1 st 
day of December, 2007 or any channel(s) that was/ were free to air channel 
on the 1 st day o{ December, 2007 is/are converted to pay channel(s) 
subsequently, then the ceiling referred to as above can be exceeded, but 
only if the new channel(s) are provided on a stand alone basis, either 
individually or as part of new, separate bouquets). The extent to which the 
ceilings referred to above can be exceeded would be limited to the rates for 
the new channels. For the new pay channel(s) as well as the channel(s) that 
were free to air as on the 1 n day of December, 2007 and have subsequently 
converted to pay channel(s) the rates must be similar to the rates of similar 
channels existing as on the 1 st day of December, 2007 and/ or on the date 
of such launching of new channel or such conversion of free to air channel 
into a pay channel;” ^ 

(e) in the second proviso,,— 

(A) the word “a broadcaster or” shall be omitted; 

(B) for the words “ shown on 26.12.2003” the words “ shown on the 1 st 
day of December, 2007” shall be substituted; 

(C) for the words “as on 26.12.2003” die words “as on the 1 st day of 
December, 2007 and/ or existing as on the date of such reduction in the 
number of pay Channels” shall be substituted;. 

(f) after the third proviso, the following proviso shall be inserted, 
namely:- 

“Provided also that the charges referred to in sub-clause (a) above 
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all in no case exceed the maximum amount of charges specified in the Part 
(or Part II, as the case may be, of the Schedule annexed with tjiis Order.”. 

5. In clause 3 B of the principal Tariff Order, 

(a) after item (i), the word ‘and’ shall be inserted; 

(b) for items (ii) and (iii), the following item shall be inserted, namely:- 
“(ii) the range of prices ascribed, to the existing channels of similar genre 
and language in the price of a bouquet(s) and prices of tjouquet(s) that 
exist.” 

After clause 3 B of the principal Tariff Order, the following clauses 
stall be inserted, namely:- 

, SC. Manner of offering channels by broadcasters. 


(1) Every broadcaster shall offer or cause to offer on non-jdiscriminatory 
basis all its channels on a-la-carte basis to the multi system Operator or the 
ci tble operator, as the case may be, and specify an a-la-carte fate, subject to 
provisions of sub-clause (2) of this clause and clauses 3 an<| 3B, for each 
such pay channel offered by him. 

(2) In case a broadcaster in addition to offering all its channels on a-la-carte 
b isis, provides, without prejudice to the provisions of sub-clause (1), to a 
n ulti system operator or to a cable operator, pay channel^ as part of a 
bmquet consisting only of pay channels or both pay and free tp air channels, 
tl e rate charged for such bouquet and a-la-carte rates for such pay channels 
forming part of that bouquet shall be subject to the following conditions, 
nimely:- 

(t) the sum of the a-la-carte rates of the pay channels forming part of such a 
b )uquet shall in no case exceed one and half times of the rate of that 
b >uquet of which such pay channels are a part; and 

(b) the a-la-carte rates of each pay channel, forming part of such a bouquet, 
si tall in no case exceed three times the average rate of a pay qhannel of that 
bouquet of which such pay channel is a part and the average rate of a pay 
cnannel of the bouquet be calculated in the following manner, pamely:- 

the bouquet rate is Rs. ‘X’ per month per subscriber and khe number of 
my channels is ‘Y’ in a bouquet, then the average pay channel rate of the 
>)uquet shall be Rs. ‘X’ divided by number of pay channels ‘y 
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Provided that the composition of a bouquet existing as on the 1st day 
of December, 2007, in so far as pay channels are concerned in that bouquet, 
shall not be changed: 

** * 

Provided further that—— 

(i) in cases where the broadcaster ceases to make available a pay channel 
existing as on the. 1st day of December, 2007 for broadcasting or for 
distribution, the rate of the bouquet containing such a pay channel existing 
on that date shall be reduced in die same proportion which the a la-carte rate 
of the said pay channel bears to the aggregate sum of the a-la-carte rates of 
all pay channels comprised in the said bouquet; 

(ii) in cases where a bouquet existing on the 1st day of December, 2007 
consists of both free to air and pay channels, and if any free to air channel is 
converted into pay channel after that date, then the said existing bouquet 
(excluding the said free to air channel) shall be offered at or below the rates 
prevailing as on that date for such bouquet;* 

(iii) in cases where a bouquet existing on the 1st day of December, 2007 
consists of both free to air and pay channels, and if any pay channel is 
converted into free to air channel after that date, then the said existing 
bouquet shall be offered, with or without such free to air channel so 
converted after reducing the rate prevailing as on that date for such 
bouquet, by an amount not less than the amount which bears the same 
proportion the a la carte rate of the said pay channel bears to the aggregate 
sum of the a-la-carte rates of all pay channels comprised in the said 
bouquet. 

(3) A broadcaster may, without prejudice to the provisions contained in sub 
clause (1) and other provisions of this Tariff Order, offer discounts to multi 
system operators and cable operators on a-la-carte rates of its channels or 
bouquet rates and such offer of discounts, in no case, shall, directly or 
indirectly, have effect of contravening the provisions of sub-clause (2) and 
any other provisions of this Tariff Order. ” 

7. For clause 4 of the principal Tariff Order, the following clauses shall 
be substituted, namely:- , 

“4. Reporting requirement. 

(1) Subject to the provisions of clause 3C, every broadcaster shall, within 
seven days from the 1st day of December, 2007, furnish the following 
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info matron to the Authority, namely:- 

i 

(a) : lames, genre and language of all free to air channels offered by the 
broadcaster; 

(b) name, a-la-carte rate, genre and language of each pay channel offered by 
the broadcaster; 

(c) list of all bouquets offered by the broadcaster with prides of each 

bouquet, indicating the names of all the pay channels and free to air channels 
contained therein along with the names of owners of other chaiinels in the 
bouquets; ] 

(d) levenue share arrangement between owners of channels in thej bouquet; 

(e) target audience of all the pay channels and free to air channels (National 
or Regional, if Regional, state(s) must be specified); 

(f) > whether the pay channels are pay channels in whole of the! country or 

onl> in part of the country. (States must be specified if a channel is a pay 
char nel in part of the country); j 

(g) idvertisement revenue for the last three years; 

(h) my other information relevant to free to air channels, pay channels, a-la- 
carte rates and bouquets offered by a broadcaster. 

| 

(2) livery broadcaster who, after the 1st day of December, 2007,-} 

(a) i itroduces any new pay channel or free to air channel; or 

(b) converts any pay channel into free to air channel; or 

(c) c onverts any free to air channel into pay channel; or 

(d) < liscontinues any free to air channel or pay channel; or 

i 

(e) introduces any new bouquet or discontinues any bouquet or modifies any 

bouquet, i 


shal, within seven days of such introduction or conversion or 
discontinuation, furnish to the Authority the information requiijed in items 
(a) tn (h) of sub-clause (1). ! 

(3) livery broadcaster shall exhibit on its website the information furnished 
under sub-clauses (1) and (2) immediately except items (d) and|(g) of sub- 







[mm—^54] 




€3 


clause (1). 

4A.Power of Authority to intervene. 

The Authority may, by order or direction made or issued by it, intervene in 
order to secure compliance of the provisions of this Tariff Order, or protect 
the interests of subscribers and service providers of the broadcasting services 
and cable services, or promote and ensure orderly growth of the 
broadcasting services and cable services, or facilitate competition and 
promote efficiency in the operation of broadcasting services and cable 
services so as to facilitate growth in such services. 

4B. Issue of receipt and bill. 

(1) Every cable operator or the multi system operator or the broadcaster, as 
the case may be, shall give to every subscriber the bill for the charges due 
and payable by such subscriber for each month or for such other period for 
which such charges become payable by the subscriber. 

(2) Every bill referred to in sub-clause (1) shall contain all relevant details 
including the total number of pay and free to air channels provided by such 
cable operator or the multi system operator or the broadcaster, as the case 
may be, the charges levied (excluding taxes), nature and rates of taxes levied 
and amount thereof. 

(3) Every cable operator or the multi system operator or the broadcaster, as 
the ciise may be, shall give to every subscriber, along with the first bill given 
to such subscriber in compliance of sub-clause (1) after the 1 st day of 
December, 2007, a list of all the pay channels and free to air channels being 
provided to the subscriber. Subsequently, written information about any 
changes in the pay channels or free to air channels being provided to the 
subscriber shall also be gi ven along with the next bill given to the subscriber 
after such change. 


(4) Every cable operator or multi system operator or the broadcaster, as the 
case may be, shall acknowledge all payments made by the subscriber by 
issuing a receipt therefor duly signed by him indicating therein the period 
and the purpose for which the payment has been received and other relevant 
details. 
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4C. Maintenance of records by broadcaster, multi system operator and 
the cable operator.. 

(1) Every broadcaster, multi system operator and the cable operator shall 
kee p adequate records relating to the information pertaining to -i- 

(a) the dates of increase in charges; 


(b) the amount of increase; j 

(c) the number of pay channels and free to air channels withltheir names 

which were available immediately prior to every such increase cjr changes in 
cha :ges or changes in the composition of bouquets; I 

(d) the number of pay channels and free to air channels with jtheir names 
which were available immediately after every such increase o} changes in 
cha -ges or changes in the composition of bouquets; 

! ' 

(e) he names, addresses and charges pertaining to other service providers to 
whom broadcasting services or cable services are being provided; 

(f) <ny other information which may be relevant for the purposesj of this 
Ord er. 

(2) n addition to keeping the abovementioned records, every cajble operator 
shall also keep complete records relating to the names, addresses and 
charges pertaining to all its subscribers. I 

4D. Non-applicability to addressable systems. 

The provisions contained in this Tariff Order except clause 3jC shall not 
app! y to cases of transmission or retransmission of channels thjrough cable 
television network using addressable systems.” 

8 . For Schedule 1 to the principal Tariff Order, the following schedule 
shall be substituted, namely 

S CHEDULE TO THE TELECOMMUNICATION (BROADCASTING 
AND CABLE) SERVICES (SECOND) TARIFF ORDER 2004 (6 OF 2004) 

(See clause 3) 
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PART I 

Charges payable by a subscriber (referred to in sub-clause (a) clause 3) to the 
cable operator or multi system operator transmitting or re-transmitting both 

Free to Air channels and Pay channels in Non-CAS areas. 

/ • . 


Serial 

number 

Number of pay channels 
and Free to Air channels 
to be transmitted or re¬ 
transmitted through the 
cable television network. 

Maximum amount of charges payable by a subscriber 
per month for first television connection (exclusive of 
all taxes) for Pay channels and Free to Air channels 
mentioned under column (2) 

■ (i) 

(2) 



Pay 

channels. 

2(a) 

Free to Air 
channels. 

2(b) 

A-l and A 
Class cities. 

3(a) 

B-l and B-2 
Class cities. 

3(b)_ 

Other areas. 

3(0 

1. 

Upto twenty 
pay 

channels. 

minimum 
thirty Free 
to Aif 
channels 

Not exceeding ■ 
rupees one 
hundred and 
sixty only. 

Not exceeding 
rupees one 

hundred and 
forty only. 

Not exceeding 
rupees one , 
hundred and 
thirty only. 

2. 

More than 
twenty and 
upto thirty 
pay 

channels. 

minimum 
thirty Free 
to Air 
channels 

hAt exceeding 
rupees two 
hundred only. 

Not exceeding 
rupees one 

.hundred and 
seventy only. 1 

Not exceeding 
rupees one 
hundred and 
sixty only. 

3. 

More than 
thirty and 
upto forty 
five; pay 
channels. 

minimum 
thirty Free 
to Air 

channels 

> 

■ 

Not exceeding 
rupees two 
hundred and 
thirty five only. 

i 

Not exceeding 
rupees two 
hundred only. 

Not exceeding 
rupees one 
hundred and 
eighty five only. 

4. 

More than 
forty five 
pay 

channels. 

minimum 
thirty Free 
to Air 
channels 

Not exceeding 
rupees two 

hundred and 

> sixty only. 

Not exceeding 
rupees two 

hundred and 

twenty only. 

Not exceeding 
rupees two 

hundred only. 


4082 G1/07—9 
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rges payable by a subscriber (referred to in sub-clause (aj) clause 3) to 
cable operator or multi system operator for transmitting or 
ansmitting only Free to Air channels (without any pay (jhannels) in 
-CAS areas j_ 


[mum numbers of Free to Air The maximum amount of charges 
nels to be transmitted or payable by a subscriber her month for 
nsmitted through the cable first television connection (exclusive 
ision network. of all taxes) for Free to j Air channels 

(without any pay chanijiel) specified 
under column (1). -i 


r numbers of Free to Air 
iels. 


Rupees seventy seven oply. 


Not 5 1. The maximum amount of charges payable by a subscriber, for his 
second and subsequent television connections at his same premises, shall be 
such as may be mutually agreed upon between such subscriber |and the cable 
opei ator or multi system operator, as the case may be. 

Note 2. It shall be mandatory for all cable television networks jo transmit or 
retn insmit minimum of thirty free to air channels. 

Not; 3. In case the services are provided for a part of the month in a particular 
case, the ceiling indicated under column 3(a), 3(b) and 3(c) of Pa^t I and under 
colimn (2) of Part II of the Schedule shall be determined on a ^ro-rata basis 
for' he period of service provided during that month. 

Not 5 4. Classification of cities referred to under column 3(a) arid 3(b) of Part 
I of the Schedule shall be the same classification as mentioned!in the orders 
of tie Government of India, Ministry of Finance issued, from tiifte to time, for 
the purpose of determining the entitlement of house rent allowahce of Central 
Government Employees as per the O.M. No. 2(21)/E.II(Ej)/2004 dated 
18. 1.2004 issued by the Ministry of Finance (Department of Expenditure) or 
sue i other classification as may be specified by the Governrpent of India, 
Ministry of Finance from time to time for the entitlement of jhe house rent 
allowance. ...... m A 

R. N. CHOUBEY, Principal Advisor (B & gs; 

[ AD VT -II j/I V/Exty7142/07] 

^ o4ji j_The Explanatory Memorandum annexed to this Ordfer explains the 

obj rcts and reasons of the Telecommunication (Broadcasting and Cable) 
Ser vices (Second) Tariff (Eighth Amendment) Order, 2007. 
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Note 2 :—The Telecommunication (Broadcasting and Cable) Services 
(Second) Tariff Order 2004”.( 6 of 2004) was published vide notification no. 
1-29/ 2004-B&CS dated l sl October, 2004 and subsequently amended vide 
notifications no. 1-29/ 2004-B&CS dated 26 th October, 2004, no. 1-29/ 2004- 
B&CS dated 1 st December, 2004, no. 1-13/ 2005-B&CS dated 29 th November, , 
2005, no. 1-2/ 2006-B&CS dated 7 th March, 2006, no. 1-2/ 2006-B&CS dated 
24 th Msxch, 2006, no. 1-13/ 2006-B&CS dated 31 st July, 2006 and no. 1-19/ 
2006-B&CS dated 21 st November, 2006. 

Anneiure 

EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM 
1. Introduction and Background 
Overview of broadcasting and cable TV sector 

1.1 The licensing and permission as well as content regulation of broadcasting and 
cable TV sector mainly fall under the domain of Ministry of Information and Broadcasting, 
while the carriage regulation is looked after by the Telecom Regulatory Authority of India 
(hereinafter referred to as the Authority). This responsibility of carriage regulation was 
entrusted to Authority in 2004. Authority has since then taken a number of initiatives for 
regulating the sector in exercise of both its recommendatory and mandatory powers vested 
with it as per TRAI Act, 1997. 

1.2 One key initiative was; issue of tariff orders for tariff payable by various 

- v 

stakeholders in the Cable TV distribution chain consisting of the cable subscribers, the 
Cable Operators and the Multi System Operators. 

Existing tariff provisions 

1.3 The provisions contained in the Telecommunication (Broadcasting and Cable) 
Services (Second) Tariff Order 2004 (6 of 2004) dated the 1 st October, 2004 (hereinafter 
referred to as the principal tariff order) and its subsequent amendments ^govern tariff for 
cable TV services in Non-CAS areas. Broadly, the principal tariff order provides that the 
cable charges payable by subscriber to the cable operator, by a cable operator to the multi 
system Operator (hereinafter referred to as the MSO), and by the multi system operator to 
the broadcaster will not be increased beyond the levels prevailing as on 26 01 December, 
2003. The said order also provided for changes (both increase and decrease) in the ceiling 
rates in the event of addition or reduction in the number of new pay channels subject to 
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n conditions. The subsequent amendments made to the principal tariff order, from 

1 

time [to time, provide, inter alia , as under;- ! 

seven percent increase in the ceiling on account of inflation with! effect from 1 st 
, 2005 (allowed by the amendment dated 1 st December, 2004 to th^ principal tariff 


ufry. 


(a) a) 
Jan 
orde^) 

(b) a 
by a4 
of wl 
(TD$ 
folio 


further four percent increase on account of inflation with effect from if January, 2006 
amendment dated the 29 th November, 2005 to the principal tariff orddr, the operation 

'fe ] 

jiich was stayed by the Hon’ble Telecom Disputes Settlement and Appellate Tribunal 
AT) and subsequently, the appeal was disposed of on 21 st December^ 2006 with the 
jving observation:- 

* 

“Counsel for parties are not able to dispute that in view of the stay order, the 4% 

increase was not put into effect and today even if the stay order is to be vacated it will be 

j 

impossible to recover any amount on the basis of the 4% increase which wps to come into 

j 

effec from 1.1.2006. We are informed that the legal issue regarding the\ jurisdiction of 
TRAi to regulate the tariff in respect of cable and broadcasting industry is pending before 
the Delhi High Court in C. W. P. No. 24105 of 2005 and C. W. P. No. \ 5332 of 2006. 
Therefore this Appeal has today become virtually academic. 

In these circumstances, we dispose of this Appeal leaving par tie & to agitate the 
legat\issues before the High Court in the petitions pending there. 

i 

The TRAI is free to consider if it requires to pass some orders on revision 6f rates 
for t/je next year. 

The Appeal stands disposed of j 


the 


(c) 

by aij 

(d) a 
the 2 
1.4 
rece 
syste 
to adi 
the 


factors to be considered for determining the similarity of similar chajmels (provided 
amendment dated the 31 st July, 2006 to the principal tariff order); 


separate tariff scheme for commercial subscribers (provided by an amendment dated 

i 

st Nov 2006 to the principal tariff order). 

During tfye course of the implementation of the tariff order, the general feedback 
indicated that the broadcasters have been pleading for lifting of controls, th6 multi 

j 

operators and cable operators have been pointing to the tariff regim^ not being able 
jlress the issue of connectivity and the practice of bundling of channels!in bouquets by 
oadcasters. The consumers have been complaining against the multiplicity of rates 


ived 


m 
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and absence of an effective mechanism to know whether the charges levied are legitimate. 
During the proceedings before TDSAT ih an appeal filed on the issue of 4% increase on 
account of inflation, a consumer organisation also questioned the justification for annual' 
increase £ind the methodology adopted to provide for increase in cable charges. 

1.5 In the light of the observations of Hon’ble TDSAT’s orders and based on the 
feedback received during the course of implementation of the tariff order, the Authority 
was of the view that a formal consultation should be carried out involving the stakeholders 
in order to decide the future course of action. * 

2. Consultation Process 

2.1 A consultation paper was issued by the Authority on the 21 st May, 2007 inviting 
comments and suggestions on the issues specified therein from various stake holders. The 
comments and suggestions received were compiled and a gist of the same was placed on 
TRAI’s website www.trai.gov.in on 18.06.2007. This was followed by open house 
discussions in Jaipur, Hyderabad, Kolkata and Lucknow on the 4 th July, 7 th July, 10 th July 
and 13 th July, 2007. The issues were also discussed in an exclusive meeting with consumer 
advocacy groups on 8 th September, 2007 at Delhi. Meetings were also held with a group 
representing broadcasters on 11 th September and a group representing multi system 
operators on 14 th September 2007 on specific requests from these groups. The comments 
and suggestions received from various stake holders on the issues specified in the 
consultation paper are summarized in Annexure. II to this Explanatory Memorandum. 

3. Analysis of Issues 

Issues posed for consultation 

3.1 The Authority had broadly posed the following issues for consultation: 

A. Whether there should be t otal forbearance in tariff fixation; 

B. Whether the existing regime should continue in its present form or with 

modifications in the methodology of accounting for inflation and shifting of the 
reference date for ceiling; and, • 


t 
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Whether the existing regime be replaced with a tariff dispensation providing for 
specific ceiling, at the consumer end. A number of related issues arising out of this 

option were also placed for consultation. 

* # * 

5 all these issues are closely linked to one another, therefore the issues, stakeholders’ 

jnses, the Authority’s decisions and the rationale for the same are <liscussed in the 

. * 

ceding paragraphs in an all-inclusive manner. 

beholder’s responses in nutshell on the issues 


LL& 


The broadcasters in general have made out a case for forbearance. They have 
ly expressed that even if regulations need to continue, the regime should lay down the 
rion for assessing the stage when such regulations would be lifted and state, a priori, 
benchmarks and a sunset date for moving towards total forbearance. The group of 
^holders representing multi system operators and cable operators has favored 
[nuance of regulation of the sector in some form with opinions varying as to the degree 
jgulation and time upto which such regulation should continue. This group has also 
igly favored the availability of channels on a-la-carte basis from tie broadcasters, 
ther predominant view of this group of the stakeholders is that if irices are to be 
lated at die subscriber end with a specific ceiling which was one of the options 
jested in the consultation paper, then there is a corresponding ne?d to determine 
leqtiyity levels and revenue sharing amongst the cable operators, multi system 
ators and broadcasters. As far as consumers are concerned, only two consumer 
ciations and a couple of individuals responded to the consultation. B; ’ and large, with 
e variation, the consumer’s view is that the regime of regulations should continue for 
e more time because DTH is at a nascent stage and yet to provide effective competition 
le cable services industry. A gist of the responses received from the stakeholders is 
lable on TRAI’s website www.trai.gov.in 

rrhe Authority noted during the deliberations in the open houses that the cable operators 
suggested that uniform ceiling of around Rs. 200/- as a broad all Ind ia average at the 
sumer end can be taken to represent the existing ground realities of prevailing cable 
■ges. They further argued for putting in a regulation specifying the levels of 
aectivity and revenue share amongst the broadcasters, MSO aid LCO. Some 
estions for determining the number of subscribers also came up during the open house 


i 
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discussions. Since there was a strong dem«aid for determination ofreosiiieettvity^^i^^ 
between the service providers and the revenue sharing arrangements, the Authority while 
pointing out the difficulties and complexities involved in the exercise in a non-addressable 
regime, solicited > specific solutions from the large number Of cable- operators who 
participated in the open house meetings. It was noted during the deliberations ki theopen 
house discussions that there are no feasible solutions todetermine the comB^i^tri^ non- 

addressable regime. ^ 

3 .4 a perusal of the responses received during the consiritationproces^ 
dividing line between the group representing broadcasters ©n one hafldand theremaimng 
stakeholders (MSOs, cable operators and consumers) on the other, b^ of:tariff 

regulation, particularly with reference to forbearance. These 
conflicting views. Which is natural beeause of diverse 
point to a possible £ck ofnrittnal faith among the groups 
prhnarily arising out of non-addressable nature of ai 
following paragraphs examine each of the issues posed for 
the approach that would be feasible and the tariffdfepensatittBl tiwtiiforiddic- 

desirable. 

A. Issue No. 1: Whether the tariff should be under forbearance 

3,5 Against this background, the first option to be examined is that of forbearance in the 
area of tariff for cable services;. The strongest advocacy for forbearance was from the 
broadcasters, and they have advanced the following arguments in support: ’ 

i) price regulation impedes} the introduction of quality content, inv^mcnt flows and 
impact the revenue and bottomlines of the broadcasters. 

ii) There is adequate competition at the level of content and now even at the delivery 
platform level. 

iii) Globally, the tariff is not controlled except occasionally the baric servfcc tier 

charges, ; <:V ' 

i v) TV channels and content are matters of intellectual property, .and not an essential 

commodity requiring control. ^ ^ 

v) The mere availability of power to re-introduce controls is an adequate preventive 

tool to correct market aberrations. , £ 


m 
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vi) Even if a decision is taken to control tariff, there has to be so|ne criterion for 
determining sufficiency of level of competition and sunset date for lifting ojf controls. 

i 

I 

The above arguments have been raised by the broadcasters time ancj again and the 
Aut tority has considered these arguments and explained its stand in its earlier tariff orders 
and regulations. The following paragraphs revisit these arguments. I 

3.6 There were around 30 to 35 pay channels apart from free to airj channels in the 
beginning of 2004, when the mandate to regulate the sector was gi^en to Telecom 
Regulatory Authority of India. A regime of tariff regulation in the form|of retaining the 
tariff at December, 2003, level has been in existence since then. Over a period of three and 
half years, since January, 2004, there has been a steady flow of new j>ay channels or 
con 1 version of existing FTA channels to pay. Today there are around 270 channels, both 
pay and free to air which have been given permission to uplink/doftnlink.j Further, around 
70 c hannels are awaiting permission of the Government for uplinking/dojwnlinking. It is 
noted that 28 new pay channels have been introduced in terms of clause 4j of the principal 
tariff order of 1.10.2004 and 36 free to air channels have been converted t<j> pay. A number 

I 

of new bouquets have been introduced consisting of on an average 2 to !l0 channels per 

bouquet. Of the new pay channels 18 have come from the stable |of three major 

brot dcasters. Arrival of plethora of new channels in the Indian television ppace during the 

last 2-3 years is a clear indication that the business prospects of the Broadcasters have 

improved. ! 

B. Issue No.2: Whether enough competition exists amongst!broadcasters 
anc at delivery platform level j 

3.7 The next argument advanced is that there is enough competition both at the 
broadcaster level and now also at the delivery platform level (such as DjTH). As far as 
broedcaster level is concerned, it would superficially appear that there ii indeed enough 

j 

choice, with more than a dozen broadcasters offering 270 channels in (Efferent genres. 
However, the fallaqy in this argument immediately becomes apparent oncje it is noted that 
competition will exist only if a channel can easily substitute for another channel, which is 
ofte: i not the case. This is because each channel has certain uniqueness associated with it 

j ■ 

because of its content, even within the same genre. Thus a particular TV channel carrying 
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popular serials cannot be replaced by another, and a kids channel showing popular cartoons 
cannot be substituted by another kids channel. It is this uniqueness of'Content which is 
leveraged by the broadcasters when they form the bouquets and sell the same to>lSOs and 
cable oj>erators. 

3.8 As far as competition at die delivery platform level is concerned, it is somewhat 
early to say that DTH is in a position to give effective competition to cable TV. Out of 
about 71 million cable & satellite homes in the country, only about 3.5 million are 
presently .subscribing to pay DTH services. This, too, is confined at present to large cities. 
For the most part, the last-mile cable operator enjoys a virtual monopoly in content 
distribution within his area of operation. Thus at the subscriber level, there is hardly any 
choice in delivery platforms. It is in this context that regulatory practices in other countries 
are not very relevant for Indian situation, because the subscribers in the advanced countries 
have a much greater choice of delivery platforms such as cable TV, DTH, IPTV etc. Apart 
from greater choice in the form of delivery platforms, the subscribers in the developed 
countries also have effective choice in larger number of last mile cable operators. 

i 

C. Issue No. 3: Regulation Vs forbearance 

3.9 Next, the argument of television entertainment not being an essential commodity is 
often advanced to support the demand for forbearance. However, this also holds no water 
because the decision to regulate or not to regulate any goods or service arises from the 
analysis of the competition in the market. On market failure in cable TV service in India, 
the Authority has been conducting market surveys from time to time. Of course, 
determination of extent of market failure is an important input in deciding the extent and 
manner of regulation. The state of competition in cable TV services has been summarized 
by the Authority in the explanatory memorandum annexed with the tariff order for cable 

service in CAS area dated 31 st August, 2006 which is reproduced below: 

“2(ii) The fundamental principle of regulation is to allow the market forces to work 
and to ensure a level playing field amongst various service providers. At the same time 
whenever the Regulator considers that there is not enough competition in the market, 
regulatory intervention is required to protect the interests of the subscribers. This 
fundamental principle has been kept in mind by the Authority while finalising this tariff 
order. The Authority would closely monitor the developments in the market and as the 
level of competition increases a review of the tariff regime would be considered. 
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(iii) Price regulation is justified when markets fail to produce 
^flien markets are competitive and are.said to function smoothly, 
“efficient” prices that maximize value to consumers. For this efficient 
situation to be realized, the market must meet a number of condition^ 
ii iclude that the market must have several suppliers and consumers with 
a Sect prices. There should also be free entry to and exit from the mark)' 
c onditions are not present, the market will not generally produce optim; 

tuation, there is justification for intervention by the Regulator to im 
1 he introduction of price regulation in any market is one such intervene 
a:count of lack of adequate competition in the market. Such market fail 
n umber of factors. 


(iv) In the case of cable television sector in India, historically, th4n 
ffective competition and lack of choice to the subscribers. Cable servid 


h ist mile operations, are in the nature of a monopoly market in India. 
IV industry is fragmented, it is characterised by a few dominant bro 
N lulti System Operators (MSOs) with some of them having vertically in 
r< suiting in unequal bargaining powers amongst various players in the s 


u 
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(competitive prices, 
they will lead to 
ideal competitive 
. These conditions 
none so large as to 
let. Where all these 
results. In such a 
ve social welfare, 
ion necessitated on 
s are caused by a 


ure; 


e has been lack of 
es, particularly the 
Although, the cable 
< idcasters and large 
1 egrated operations, 
iipply chain. 

TRAI had recently commissioned a market survey which showed that at macro 
level, the average monthly cable bill for a subscriber in December, 2006, varied 
eiormously from Rs.149 in Kochi to Rs.322 in Shillong, even though services being 
provided did not warrant such variation. This apart, there have been distances where the 
c ible charges have been increased for a colony or a subscriber arbitral ily. These clearly 
print to market failure, both at the macro level and at the micro level. 3y the same token, 
the mere availability of power to regulate and intervene at any time by TRAI has not 
p ‘oved to be a deterrent and has not prevented market aberrations of t be type mentioned 
a >ove. 


i 

10 This brings us to the issue of laying down conditions for ushering in forbearance by 
i dicating appropriate benchmarks in advance and also indicating a sunset clause. The ! 
Authority is conscious of the need to move towards a regime where the regulator’s 
irtervention becomes minimal and only to the extent J necessary. Tie Authority also 
(cognizes that a commitment to move towards a deregulated regime needs to be tacked by 
well laid out framework in terms of time limits and goals at different points of time. But, 
oi the other hand, it has to be kept in mind that the timing of laying down a well defined 
ft amework itself will be meaningful only when some progress is seen to have been made in 
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the conditions warranting forbeamnce. Right now, it would be too early to do so when 
only 3.5 million subscribers have access to pay DTH services and only 0.'5 million have 
been covered under conditional access system on cable TV side out of a total of 71 million 
subscribers. 

3.11 The above analysis clearly shows that the cable TV segment has not yet matured to 
a level which can give confidence for bringing in complete forbearance. In the absence of 
an addressable system, which enables choice to consumers, it is difficult to conclude that 
competition is effective in the market. At the same time, the Authority would hasten to add 
that TRA1 is committed to bringing m a regime of forbearance and (Jpregulation by 
promoting competition. This is the model followed by TRAI very successfully in the 
telecom sector, where the tariff is mostly under forbearance. For the cable TV and 
broadcasting sector also, the recommendation of TRAI on 1.10.2004 stated that once there 
is effective competition the tariff regulations would be lifted. 

3.12 The Authority has been using every opportunity to initiate measures to promote 

competition and bring in transparency in the sector. The following would bear testimony to 
TRAI’s efforts in this regard: * 

(i) In its recommendations on terrestrial television broadcasting, TRAI specifically 

s' 

recommended that this segment should be opened up for private sector also. 

(ii) Having implemented CAS in Chennai and parts of Delhi, Mumbai and Kolkata, 
TRAI has recommended extension of the same to the remaining parts of the three 
metros. 

(iii) TRAI is examining a report of the Group on digitalization and introduction of 
voluntary CAS for extension of CAS to 55 more cities in a well defined time frame. 

(iv) TRAI has initiated a process of consultation for recommending a framework for 
“head-end in the sky (HITS)” which would enable digitalization of cable 
transmission with addressability for the whole country at one go. 

(v) TRAI is also examining the ways to encourage IPTV by recommending removal 
of bottlenecks. . 

Separately, a consultation paper has also been circulated for promoting mobile 

TV. ! . ■ 


(vi) 
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! Finally, interconnection regulations have been issued which haye made it easier 
for DTH operators to source content more easily and thu$ become more 
competitive. ! 

\ The endeavor of the Authority is to facilitate competition and enable 
idrawal of the regime of regulations. This will happen in the broadcasting and 
le sector when stakeholders including consumers are confident ^hat the market 
:es are effective in producing competitive prices with an appropriate mechanism 
self-correction. 

issue No A: Whether continuing Existing tariff regime shjould continue 
h or without modifications in existing tariff order 


3.14 .. The second option considered in the consultation process was to continue with the 

I 

exis ting tariff regime with or without modifications. In terms of the flrjst tariff order of 

j 

15. .2004, a freeze on tariff was introduced to protect the interests of Consumers as an 
rim measure. Subsequently, the tariff order of 1.10.2004 provided a jwindow for new 
channels to come in, so that the avenues for growth and variety of content are not 
;ked. In a non-addressable regime, where the consumers have no choicb to take or reject 
lannel, it was also essential that the sanctity of ceiling provided for ib the tariff order 

j 

d 15.1.2004 continued to be preserved and a mechanism for providing greater variety 
le subscribers by way of new pay channels through the operators put irf place. The tariff 
;r of 1.10.2004 accordingly provided that the new pay channels will be offered on a 

i 

dalone basis either individually or as part of a new bouquet. The! tariff order also 

dded that the * new channels/bouquets will have rates similar to existing similar 
’ i 

inels/bouquets. An increase of 7% on the ceiling cable charges was given vide tariff 

;r of 1.12.2004 to account for adjustment for inflation. A subsequent increase of 4% to 

ffective from 1.1.2006 vide amendment order of 29.11.2005 was however stayed by the 

i’ble TDSAT and the matter was disposed of on 21.12.2006, allowing TRAI to take 

ropriate decision for the future. Separately, when the issue ‘of applicability of the 

cipal order to commercial subscribers came up, the Authority consciously took a view 

certain types of commercial establishments need no protection and kept them out of the 

new of the tariff order. 
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3.15 ITie experience with implementing the existing tariff order shows that while it 
generally succeeded in bringing about a greater discipline in die cable TV segment, it 
suffered from the following drawbacks: 

(i) Hie tariff order did not indicate a specific ceiling for any of the three levels (i.e., 
MSOs, cable operators and subscribers) in the distribution chain. Instead, it merely stated 
that the rates being paid as on 26.12.2003^by the stakeholders at each of the tJIree levels 
wilL not be increased. The ordinary subscriber found it difficult to enforce these provisions 
to the extent that they related to him, since often no bills and receipts were being issued by 
the last mile cable operator. Moreover, the number of pay channels has also gone up from 
around 30 to nearly 100 in a matter of 3 years. The reference date of 26.12.2003, therefore, 
becomes less relevant. 

(ii) As far as the ceilings imposed on the rates at the other two levels (i.e., between 
cable operator and MSO, and between MSO and broadcaster) were concerned, the problem 
was that in the absence of any addressability, it was difficult to correctly assess the 
subscriber base and, therefore, difficult to determine the total amount payable even if the 
rate was frozen. The Authority has laid down broad guidelines in the amendment to . 
Interconnection Regulation issued on 4.9.2006 on the matter of connectivity. However, 
these guidelines may not be of much help if any party decides to dispute the numbers. 

3.16 It is thus obvious from the analysis .above that whatever be the tariff regime, it 
should firstly be transparent enough from subscriber’s point of view in the sense that at 

least the maximum amount payable by him should be clearly and unambiguously laid down 

. * ■* 

in relation to the channels received by him. Proper system of the documents like bill 
stipulating the details of the channels and the receipt for the payments for such cable 
services provided by the cable operator is also required to be in place. The second problem 
mentioned above relatfhg to subscriber base and connectivity is rather intractable in the 
unaddressable analogue regime, and has been discussed separately later in this explanatory 
memorandum. 

3.17 The Authority finds merit in the proposal for revising the reference date and for 
having pfoper bill and receipt of the cable services provided by the cable operators. 
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£. Issue No. 5: Tariff ceiling at consumer end and related issues 


3.18 


pay 


catejg< 


it 


MS 


This brings us to the third alternative posed in the consultation 

essentially proposed fixing a tariff ceiling in absolute terms at the subscii 

could be done in relation to the number of channels received, and/or by 

town: and habitations into separate categories and fixing rates for them sep 

MSOs an# cable operators as well as many Consumers in the open ho 

favoi red this approach. However, the MSOs and cable operators also said 

enabl j them to deliver the required number of channels to the subscribers 
« 

ceilin $ rates, it would be necessary to bring the broadcasters within th^ 
proposed tariff regime in an appropriate manner so as to enable the 
opera tors to source the content at right prices. The Authority finds consi 
the suggestions of the consumers, MSOs and cable operators on this is 
befor i coming to any final decision, it would be useful to discuss two impo 
the a ble TV segment which have a significant bearing on tariff issues. 

F. Is sue no. 6: Determination of bouquet pricing by broadca^ 

3.19 There are two important matters which are unique to cable TV 
coun ry. The first of these relates to the bouquet pricing by the broadens 
subsequent retransmission by the MSOs/cable operators to subscribers in 
The second is that of determining the subscriber base or the connectivity 
purposes among the broadcasters, MSOs and the cable operators, which 
toucl ed upon earlier. These are discussed below. 

3.20 The marketing strategy often followed by the broadcasters has bee: 
broa< caster forms a bouquet of individual channels and then that bouquet 
attra< lively by giving huge discounts over a-la-carte rates of individual e 
often than not, the channels are not made available on a-la-carte basis, 
not b e anything wrong in giving bulk discounts which is a normal busines^ 
com} ounds the problem is that the bouquets are sometimes so formed as 
one < »r two popular channels, while rest of the channels in the bouquet ma) 
‘value for money’ by the MSOs, cable operators and subscribers. The MSO 
open itors are then forced to take the entire bouquet as otherwise they are 
chan lels altogether. To make the matters worse, the MSOs and the cable o 

is if all the channels in the bouquet are being watched by the e 


paper, which 
iber end. This 
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subscriber base, when in fact only the popular channels will have high vwwaship. This 
marketing strategy based on bouquets runs essentially on a kind of ‘perverse pricing’ of 
bouquets vis-^-vis the individual channels. As a result, the entire cost is passed On to the 
subscribers. Of course, in a non-addressable environment,' the subscribes are not in a 
position to choose individual channels anyway. However, even the hunted freedom 
available to the MSOs and cable operators to decide, based on their local knowledge, as to 
which channels their customers! in their area or locality want (or do not want), is denied by 
the bouquet-based marketing s&ategy of the broadcasters. One obviou* tprestton> v to ; be 
posed here is about the reason which lies behind such a marketiug sUategy. apswer 
lies in the fact that for a broadcaster, the main source of revenue conies from advertising, 
and the subscription revenue paid by the ordinary subscribers is only a smaller source. 
Therefore, a broadcaster, in order to maximize his revenue, has to marewu^ hta 
base for as many of his channels as possible because the advefbsesBectrevemta dflpcrids nn 
the subscriber base. Hence the need to tag along less popular eh ann a te^en pg flulp pnly *dth 
more jwpular channels. Needless to say, it is the subscriber who end# UP paying for the 
subscription for the less popular channels. :.o a v ^v'-. 

3.21 An obvious solution to this problem is to ensure, using regulatory ppi^ers* foat 
^roadcasters offer channels compulsorily on a-la-carte basis and also to t have & mec h a msm 
to prevent ‘perverse pricing’ of bouquets vis*d-vis the individual channels* pas issue was 
raised earlier by a group of MSOs through their associs^cm ‘MSO. Attum^eV After an 
extensive consultation on a proposal of MSO alliance to provide for a4n*p^qptH>n 

the new channels at the MSO level, the Authority was not atfavour of^ of 

MSO Alliance, partly because; of die technical inability of MSOs and to 

pass on the benefit of a-la-carte choice to die customer ^because of the u^*addre$^ble 
nature of transmission of channels on cable netwofrks. The relevant portion of pare 3,1; 4 of 
the explaintory memorandum to the tariff order dated 31.07.2006 is reproduced below: 

“ 3 1 .. . such choice is technically not available at the level below in 

the distribution chain including the consumer. ” * 

3.22 The second reason why the original proposal of ‘MSO Alliance 1 , that the ne^.pay 
channels should come wily in a-la-carte mode, could not be accejUEd;V^as because it coUld 
be seen as being discriminatory against die new pay chareieji&. This waa e xp l ained jn para 
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3.5 c f the explanatory memorandum annexed with the amendment to the tariff order issued 

1 

on 3 i.7.2006. The same is reproduced below: ! 

”3.5 The proposal in all fairness can be considered for implementation only on a 
prospective basis. This would mean there will be three different sets \of regimes for 
channels floated at different points of time. One for those which existed as j on 26.1.2.2003, 
the second for those new pay channels which came in after 26.12.2Q0\ and third the 
proposed new regime as finally decided on the basis of the proposal of MSO Alliance. The 

j 

implementation of different sets of regulations for three sets of regimei could become 
comi plicated. The proposal would invite criticism on grounds of being unfair to the new 
entrants.” 

3.23 An appeal (Appeal no 9(C) of 2006) has been filed by MSO Alliance against this 
decii ion and the matter is currently under consideration before Hon’ble Tejlecom Disputes 
Settl sment and Appellate Tribunal. 

3.24 As can be seen, the present practice of the broadcasters marketing their channels in 

j 

a boiquet form by resorting to perverse pricing results in unwanted channels within the 
bouc uet being thrust on the MSO s/cable operators. The cost of these unwanted channels is 
ultimately passed on by the MSOs/cable operators to the consumetjs. The normal 
expectation, therefore, would be that the broadcaster should be made to off^r their chamois 
on a-la-carte basis so as to avoid the financial burden of pnwanted channels. But the 
quesion then arises is whether the financial saving resulting from a-la-jcarte choice of 
charnels would be passed on to the consumers by the MSOs/cable operators, particularly 
when a-la-carte choice can not be made available at the level of consumers. This could 

♦ l 

have been doubtful in the earlier tariff regime which was not very tijansparent from 
cons imer’s point of view. However, the issue needs to be viewed from th£ perspective of 
the c hanged tariff regime. The situation has changed now because j 

(i) The Authority has decided to impose a reasonable ceiling on thq amount that a 

cable operator or an MSO can charge from the subscribers. This will coippel MSOs and 
cable operators to pass on the financial benefit to the subscribers. This \yas no^the case 
earlier. i 

(ii) Competition is now growing from the DTH operators, and whenever the DTH 
oper itors have a reasonable presence, it will act as a further check to ensure that benefits 
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are pasasd on to the subscribers by the MSOs and cable operators. This competition is 
only going to grow rapidly in future. 

3.25 Authority was also conscious of the apprehension about multiplicity of tariffs for 

channels introduced at different times as stated in para 3.22 above. Therefore, all the 
existing pay channels and new pay channels have been kept on "equal footing, i.e., both 
these typ>es of pay channels are compulsorily to be provided on a-la-carte basis in addition 
to the bouquet, if any. * 

3.26 Under the circumstance, the proposed tariff dispensation now provides that 
the broadcasters will compulsorily offer channels on a-la-carte basis to the multi 
system operators and cable operators. It has also been provided that if an a-la-carte 
rate does not exist for a pay channel, the same will be declared by the broadcasters 
within seven days from the date of coming into force of the tariff order* „ 

G. Issue No. 7: Issue of connectivity and revenue 

3.27 The payments made by cable operator to MSO, and by MSO to the broadcaster 
depend on the number of subscribers that are being provided with the signals. However, in 
the unaddressable analogue mode of cable transmission, it is extremely difficult to assess 
the correctness of the subscriber base being reported by the cable operator to the MSO, and 
by the MSO to the broadcaster. As a result, the determination of the subscriber base 
becomes a matter of negotiation, leading to frequent disputes. The extent of the problem 
can be gauged from the fact that this determination of the subscriber base involves 
negotiations between about 15 broadcasters and nearly 6000 MSOs, and between these 
MSOs and about 70,000 cable operators almost on an annual basis. Moreover, the process 
of addition to reduction in subscriber base due to changes in areas of operation of 6000 
MSOs and 70,000 cable operators is a continuous process, and it is not feasible in non- 

f 

addressable mode to put any freeze on the subscriber base, as suggested by some groups 
representing the ca})le operators and MSOs. This is because there would be continuous 
change, even within the same area of operation, due to factors such as spread of DTH, 
competition from another MSO or cable operator, or a normal chum in the subscriber base. 
Consequently, no freeze can be put on the total amount being paid by a cable operator to an 
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ivko, or by an MSO to the broadcasters. During the open house discussions, several 
suggestions were made for determining the level of connectivity. These include population 
of the town/city, number of television sets sold, number of house tax/p^operty tax payers, 
number of electricity connections etc. However, none of these suggestions are feasible 
because in a town/city, there would be a large number of cable operators (with their 
number running into hundreds in large cities). It would be practically impossible to get a 
third party to carry out surveys on an annual basis for the respective arias of operation of 
70,000 cable operators all over the country in a manner which would bje acceptable to all 
parties. I 


3.28 It has been suggested that the viewership ratings by private agencies should be used 
to determine the levels of connectivity and the revenue share. This has also been examined. 
Without holding anything against the work of such agencies. Authority is not inclined to 
adopt this method because there is a significant difference betweein viewership and 
connectivity. This is because viewership refers to number of persons actually watching a 

3 

channel, whereas connectivity refers to the number of subscribers to whom the bundle of 
channels are being supplied by the MSO/cable operator, irrespective of the fact whether a 
pirticular channel is being watched by a particular subscriber or not. This distinction is 
irherent in the very nature of non-addressable analogue cable transmission. These ratings 

i 

aie a useful tool for advertisers, but would not be useful for deterrpining connectivity 

! 

across thousands of operators and across the length and breadth of the coiuntry. 

3 29 The Authority, as discussed above, has carefully explored th4 options available 
for determining connectivity and has come to the conclusion fhat the methods 
suggested are highly subjective and would be prone to give rise to more disputes. 
Accordingly, the Authority has decided not to determine the levels of connectivity 
between the stakeholders. The Authority is firmly of the view that ^he solution to this 
problem lies in introduction of addressability for which steps a*e being taken as 

I 

indicated in para 3.12. 


! 

4. Conclusions 

4.1 Based on the foregoing analysis, the Authority has come to conclusion to have a 
tariff dispensation having features of the existing tariff order, whilq providing for the 

mt 
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maximum amount of charges beyond which a service provider can not charge from the 
subscriber. This would be done best by suitably amending the existing tariff order. Certain 
conclusions about the required features and the criteria which this tariff amendment order 
should satisfy are as under 1 

Objectives of this tariff amendment order 

(i) As is clear from paras 3.5 to 3.13 above, the conditions in the cable TV segment are 
not yet ripe enough for bringing about forbearance at this stage. Therefore, for the present, 
the best solution available is to amend the existing order and make provisions for removing 
the difficulties associated with the existing order, to the extent that is possible in non- 
addressable regime. 

(ii) Thus, it is important that the revised tariff dispensation must be transparent to the 
extent possible and easy to understand from the subscriber’s point of view. The subscriber 
must also be empowered to enforce the tariff order. Simultaneously, since the number of 
pay channels has increased manifold in the last three years, the reference date of 
26.12.2003 needs to be updated to current level. 

(iii) The new tariff dispensation, while protecting the subscriber’s interests as already 
mentioned above, should also make sure that the levels of revenue inflows are not severely 
impacted, as otherwise in the absence of required funds for investment, the objective of 
network upgradation and digitalization will suffer a setback, which will also not be in the 
subscriber’s interests. Some increase in the cable charges is also required in the interest of 
service providers to enable them to provide better services to the subscribers. 

(iv) The revised tariff dispensation should also make sure that the unique strength of 
the existing non-addressable analogue transmission to cross-subsidise the cable charges 
between the richer and poorer sections of a given subscriber base (i.e., pay-as-you-can) 
should not be severely affected. 

Criteria incorporated in amending the tariff order 

4.2 Based on the above analysis, the Authority has come to the conclusion that after 
learning from the experiences of the present tariff dispensation and given the limitations of 
the existing non-addressable analogue transmission, the tariff amendment order should 

have the following elements: 
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(i) The reference date needs a revision for the purposes of clarity and ease of 
implementation for all the players in the delivery chain, particularly for jthe subscribers. 
The Authority has, therefore decided to revise the reference date front 26.12.2003 to 
01.12.2007. The 4% increase in the prevalent charges is the one which was (already allowed 
by the Authority vide its tariff amendment order dated 29.11.2005. This amendment order 
allowing 4% increase was stayed by the Hon’ble TDSAT in an appeal file(| by a consumer 
orgaiisation. Subsequently, this appeal was disposed of vide Hon’ble TDSjAT order dated 
21.12.2006 as mentioned in para 1.3(b) of this explanatory memoranduip. The increase 
upto 4%, allowed now, will not applicable in those cases where charges have already been 
increased by 4% after the Hon’ble TDSAT order dated 21.12.2006. 

(ii) Moreover, in order to protect the interests of the subscribers ip a transparent 
manier, specific ceilings in absolute terms have to be prescribed. This would mean that 
ever ( subscriber should know the maximum amount beyond which he cannot be charged 
by the cable operator. These ceilings should be related to the number of channels received, 
as wril as to different types of habitations (i.e., cities, towns, semi-urban areas etc.). At the 
same time, the total number of such slabs/ceilings should not be too largei as otherwise it 
may confuse the ordinary subscriber and become difficult to implement. These ceilings are 
only the upper limit (excluding taxes) upto which a consumer can bq charged for a 
particular slab. However, if the charge after an increase by 4% as mentioned in sub-para (i) 
above, is less than the ceiling prescribed in the schedule for a particular slaty, then the cable 
oper itor can only charge upto the amount so increased and not upto the celling prescribed. 
This can be illustrated by an example where a subscriber in a category ‘A’ pity is receiving 
35 FTA and 35 pay channels and paying Rs. 150/- (excluding taxes) a$ on 1.12.2007. 
Although the ceiling prescribed in the schedule is Rs. 235/-(excluding ttyxes), the cable 

i 

oper itor can only charge upto Rs. 156/- [ 150/- + (4% of 150/-)] only. 

(iii) The ceilings should be such as to ensure continuity of adequate revenue inflows so 

j 

as to enable the service providers to invest in network upgradation. ! 

(iv) Since the Authority is fixing only the maximum amount beyond! which a cable 
oper itor can not charge from the subscriber, the option for the cable operators to determine 

i 

charges with reference to purchasing power of the subscribers has been retained with the 
added feature of ceiling. 
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(v) Keeping in view the. apprehension of some of the stakeholders regarding the 
tendency to increase the cable charges towards the ceiling for those subscribers who are 
paying less than the ceiling, the Authority has decided that the existing cable charges may 
be increased by an amount not exceeding 4%, as already permitted by the tariff amendment 
order of 29.11.2005. Correspondingly, such provision for the increase of 4% in the rates is 
also extended to the broadcasters. 

(vi) The Authority is also conscious of the fact that for the growth of the broadcasting 
services sector, an enabling environment should be available for introduction of new 
channels or conversion of FT A to pay and pay to FTA on continuous basis by the 
broadcasters. However,’ rates of new channels must be similar to the rates of similar 
channels. This feature of the existing tariff order has been substantially allowed to 
continue. At the same time, the broadcasters are free to form new bouquets which may 
consist of both old and new channels, subject to fulfillment of requirements of clause 3C of 
the amended tariff order. While it is so, the broadcasters must continue to provide the 
bouquets existing as on 01.12.2007 without any change in composition in so far as pay 
channels are concerned. The rales of such existing bouquets also must not be increased by 
more than 4%. 

(vii) The tariff order should make it compulsory for the cable operators to issue bills and 
receipts; to the subscribers, which will empower the subscribers with enough documentation 
to approach any forum for resolving any disputes or grievances. 

(viii) Since the cable operators and MSOs can no longer charge beyond the ceiling from 
the subscribers and since they have to continue to deliver quality channels and content 
within this ceiling to their subscribers, it becomes necessary to enable them to acquire 
content in a manner consistent with the imposition of ceiling at the subscriber’s end. It is 
thus obvious that putting a ceiling on the cable operators and MSOs has a natural corollary, 
namely, that some checks also need to be correspondingly put on the broadcasters about the 
manner in which channels are marketed and sold by them to MSOs and cable operators. As 
already pointed out in paras 3.20 to 3.22 above, the bouquet method of marketing the- 
channels results in financial burden on the MSOs and cable operators because they are 
required to pay to the broadcasters based on a uniform connectivity for all the channels 
within the bouquet, even though all the channels may not be equally watched by the 
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subscribers. This financial burden is then passed on to the subscribers and jbuilt into their 
montHy cable charges. Therefore, the Authority has decided that broadcasters should 
compulsorily provide their channels on a-la-carte basis to the MSOs/cable operators as per 
their lequest. In addition, they may also provide channels on bouquet basisj. However, in 
order to ensure that the MSOs/cable operators get an effective a-la-carte choice without 
being handicapped by perverse pricing of bouquets, the Authority has decidejd to mandate a 
relationship between a-la-carte rates and bouquet rates. For this purpose, the pricing 
relationship which has already been tested in the case of certain specified commercial 
subscribers both in CAS and non-CAS areas is being adopted. 

(ix) Further, the Authority is of the view that merely mandating a pricing relationship 
between a-la-carte and bouquet rates will not be enough, because such a requirement can 
always be fulfilled even when the a-la-carte and bouquet rates are increased manifold as 
comp ared to the existing rates. This will defeat the very purpose of the tariff order. 
Therefore, the Authority has decided not to allow any increase in the rates of bouquets 
except for an increase of 4% over the rates existing on 1.12.2007. Similarly, the a-la-carte 
rates of such pay channels which are not part of any bouquet as on 1.12.200^ and which are 
being offered on stand alone basis will also not be increased by more thafi 4% . These 
provisions are necessary to ensure that there is no disruption on account of ^on availability 
or high rates of existing bouquets and channels, and the subscribers do not h^tve to suffer on 
this account. The Authority expects that the broadcasters would honor the prevailing rates 
at wlich they are providing broadcasting services to MSOs, cable operators or to the 
commercial cable subscribers, as the case may be, and would not increase tjhe rates except 

as pr< >vided for by the tariff order. i 

(x) The Authority has consciously decided that with the exception of clause 3C of the 
tariff order, the rest of the provisions of the tariff order will not apply to; cable services 
delivered through addressable system in non-CAS areas. This would, in particular, mean 
that iuch of those MSOs and cable operators which are implementing voluntary CAS in 
non-CAS areas would be largely outside the purview of this tariff order so long as their 
area )f operation is not notified as a CAS area. This is expected to'give) a boost to the 
introduction of CAS on voluntary basis. However, such cable transmissions which are 

i 


v 
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digital in nature but without addressability and without conditional access would continue 
to be covered under this tariff order. 

Determination of tariff ceiling 

4.3 The above analysis brings us to the important issue relating to the determination of 
tariff ceiling. While doing so, the Authority has been guided by the following, namely:- 

(i) The Authority is of the opinion that for determining the ceilings, we need to form 
appropriate matrix or slabs of habitations and number of channels; The optimum 
classification for the habitations would be to divide them into three categories, viz., class 
“A-l and A Cities”, “B-l and B-2 Cities” and “others areas”. This classification would be 
essentially based on a similar classification available in the office memorandum of the 
Ministry of Finance, Govt, of India, for the purposes of house rent allowance. The list of 
cities/towns falling in A-l, A, B-l and B-2 categories, as per O.M. No. 2(21)/E.II(B)/2004 
dated 18.11.2004 is annexed to this explanatory memorandum. 

(ii) As far as FTA and pay channel slabs are concerned, the Authority noted that the 
cable networks in the country would essentially fall in four categories. One category is of a 
small number of such cable networks which are found in smaller towns and in semi-urban 
areas which carry only free to air channels. Most of the cable networks would fall in the 

r 

second and third categories which are transmitting upto or less than 60-80 channels, 
carrying a mix of FTA and pay channels. The fourth category would be those cable 
operators which have upgraded their network to provide digital service and are capable of 
transmitting more than 80 channels. 

(iii) A market study commissioned by TRAI has reported that the average monthly cable 
charges (or ARPU, i.e., average revenue per user) is Rs. 200 per month, including taxes. 

Media Partners Asia in their Asia Pacific Report for 2007 have reported that the 
ARPU level in 2006 was approximately Rs. 160 per month. FICCI, during their annual 
media event FICCI Frames, 2007, have estimated the ARPU level to be Rs. 143 per month. 
If we take the average of these three ARPUs 'reported by different organizations, then we 
find that the average ARPU works out to about Rs. 168 per month, including taxes. Thus, 
the Authority’s effort is that the tariff ceilings should be fixed in such a manner that the 
overall average derived from these ceilings is close to Rs. 168 per month, so that the 
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casting and the cable TV sector does not suffer a revenue shock whijch will also be 
nental to consumer’s interests in the long run. 

Another benchmark is provided by the two DTH operators. G^ie operator is 
ng 4 packages, of which two packages come close to the two dominant channel slabs 
s tariff order ceiling, viz., 30 or more FTA plus upto 30/50 pay channels. The two 
iges of this operator which come closest are one offering 32 FTA + 4j0 pay channels 
s.250 (including taxes), and the second package offering 34 FTA + 6|/ pay channels 
s. 300 (including taxes). Similarly, another operator is offering three packages, of 
\ the package closest to the two dominant channel slabs of this \ tariff order 

g is one in which 23 FTA + 58 pay channels are offered for Rs. 240 (excluding taxes), 
d if the taxes are factored in for comparison, then the price of the package would be 
\d Rs. 300. Based on this, it can be safely said that the indicative pric^ for 30 FTA + 
y channels would be about Rs. 275 (including taxes). f 

An indication of the ceiling can also be obtained from CAS rates. jThe two major 
s operating in CAS areas are giving discounts while offering their packages of pay 
iels, apart from offering a-la-carte rates as per rules. Thus, Hathvfay is giving a 
mt of 29% on the price of 34 pay channels offered in their ‘family pack’ package, 
arly, IMCL is offering a discount of 23% while offering 31 pay channels in their 
liser’ package, and a discount of 38% while offering 62 pay channels! in their ‘super 
package. Thus, it can be said that the market is offering an average discount of 
30% while offering pay channels as bulk offering in their packages, jf this discount 
lied on the a-la-carte CAS price of Rs. 150/Rs. 250 for say, 30/50 pay channels, then 
t a discounted price of Rs. 105/Rs. 175 for 30/50 pay channels. If we add Rs. 77 for 
more FTA channels, then we come to a price of Rs. 182/Rs.252 (excluding taxes,), or 
responding price of Rs. 235/Rs. 314 including taxes for the example |taken of 30/50 
lannels. 

Thus to sum up, the following market information has been fpund useful in 
nining the ceilings: 

(a) ARPU levels in the country are around Rs. 168 per month induing taxes. 

(b) A comparable DTH package for 30 FTA + 50 pay channels wbuld cost about 
Rs. 275 including taxes. 
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(c) A comparable package in CAS areas would cost Rs. 182/Rs. 252 (excluding 
taxes) or Rs235/Rs. 314 including taxes for the illustrative case of 30/50 pay 
channels. 

4.4 A detailed analysis has been earned out by TRAI regarding pricing of cable 
services. This analysis shows that the ARPU level likely to emerge from the prescribed 
tariff ceilings is Rs, 151.68. or Rs. 152 per month including taxes if no increase is allowed. 
After factoring in a permitted increase of upto 4%, the resultant ARPU levels will be Rs. 
158/- which is close to the existing ARPU level of Rs. 168 prior to the tariff amendment 
order. Similarly, the market information relating to DTH and CAS operations (DTH being 
present at the moment mainly in class ‘A-1 & A’ and *B-1 & B-2’ cities, and CAS being 
available only in four metros) shows that the predominant tariff ceilings of Rs. 200/Rs. 250 
and Rs. 175/Rs. 210 (excluding taxes) in class ‘A-l & A’ and ‘B-l & B-2’ cities compares 
very well with similar DTH offering at Rs. 275 (including taxes) and CAS offering at Rs. 
182/Rs. 252 (excluding taxes). Therefore, the Authority is of the view that the tariff 
ceilings prescribed in the tariff order after considerable deliberations are appropriate both 
for protecting the subscriber’s interests as well as of service providers. It shall be closely 
monitored and a review would be undertaken at an appropriate time. 


ANNEXURE I TO THE EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM 

List of Cities and Towns as per O.M. No. 2(21)/E.II(B)/2004 dated 18.11.2004 issued by 
the Ministry of Finanpe (Department of Expenditure). 


TABLE 



A-l Class Cities 

1 

A-Class 

Cities 

■ 

B-l Class Cities 

1 

B-2 Class Cities 

JL_ 

Bangalore (U/A) 

1 

Ahmadabad 

(U/A) 

1 


1 

Aurangabad (U/A) 

2 

Chennai(U/A) 

E9 

Jaipur 

2 


2 

Aligarh 


Delhi (U/A) 

11 

Kanpur (U/A) 

3 

Amristar(U/A) 

3 

Amravati 

H 

Greater 

Mumbai(U/A) 

H 

Lucnkow (U/A) 

4 

Asansol (U/A) 

■ 


5 

Hyderabad (U/A) 

a 

Nagpur(U/A) 

5 

Bhopal (U/A) 



6 

Koikata (U/A) 

m 

Pune(U/A) 

6 

Coimbatore (U/A) 

6 

Bhavnagar(U/A) 



Surat (U/A) 

Dll 


m 

Bhiwandi (U/A) 





8 

■giartiii gai' 

8 

Bhubaneshwar (U/A) 





9 


9 






Hill 


10 

Chandigarh 
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ANNEXURE H TO THE EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM 

A detailed consultation paper was issued on 21 st May 2007 requesting for comments and 

suggestions on the followings: 

I In view of the facts that there are questions of effectiveness of the existing tariff 
regime, and because there have been developments over the last two years leading 
to increased competition from other alternative platforms, should there be a total 
forbearance of tariff in the non-CAS areas? 

II. In the event that answer to (I) is ‘yes’, is there » need for providing checks and 
balances and if so what specific measures would be required from the point of view 
of providing protection to the subscribers? 

III. In case forbearance as an option is not advisable, 

a) Should the existing ceiling on cable charges payable by the Cable Subscriber 
to Cable Operator, Cable Operator to. MSO and MSO to Broadcasters as 
prevailing on 26.12.2003 be allowed to continue for non- CAS areas with 
adjustments on an annual basis for inflation based on wholesale price indices 
as done presently? 

b) If the existing approach for inflation adjustment based on wholesale price 
indices is not appropriate, would the method of indexing used for determining 
cost of assets for the purpose of capital gains tax be an appropriate method? If 
not, what other alternative methods could be thought of ? 

c) In case of the option at (III) (a) is to be considered, should the reference date 

for determining die ceiling on cable charges be shifted to 1.1.2007 instead of 
the existing reference date of 26.12.03, and then permitting changes thereafter 
for new channels and annual inflation adjustment etc? * 

IV. (a) Can the existing regime be replaced by prescribing an overall ceiling on monthly 

cable charges (exclusive of taxes) payable at the level of the end consumers? If this 
is to be done, how would the following aspects be dealt with: 
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amendment orders of 21st November 2006) or the decision applicable to the ordinary 
cable subscribers should be made applicable to them as well? # 

2.2 The detailed consultation paper was made available on TRAI’s website 
www.trai.aov.in to enable the stakeholders to send in their comments. The final date for 
receipt of comments was 11.06.2007. A total of 24 written comments were received from 
the stakeholders. The comments and suggestions received were compiled and a gist of the 
same in a summarized form was placed on TRAI’s website www.trai. gov .in on 18.06.2007. 
This was followed by the open house discussions in Jaipur, Hyderabad, Kolkata and 
Lucknow on the 4 th July, 7 th July, 10 th July and 13 th July, 2007. 

2.3 An overall broad summary of comments, compiled stakeholder group wise on 
major aspects of the issues posed for consultation is given below: 

A) Group representing the stibscribers/consumers 

i) On the issue of forbearance: No forbearance should be there. 

ii) On continuance of existing regime tyith or without modifications: , 

o The existing tariff regime has protected the industry from downward revision of 

charges. The existing tariff should rather be brought down (VOICE) 
o The existing ceiling should continue but the ceiling should be for all levels based 
on MRP system. For instance, if ceiling MRP (for consumer) is Rs. 200 the 
(C eiling for LCO to MSO should be Rsl60 (200-15%), the ceiling from MSO to 
Broadcaster to be Rsl36 (Rs 160-15%) (Grahak Hitvardhini) 
o The existing system of su-motu revision of prices based on WPI is not 
acceptable. 

o Price increase should be considered only on specific demand and after giving 
consumers an opportunity to explain and increase should be once in two years, 
o Change in reference date to 1.1.07 for determining ceiling would not be 
appropriate and will be illusory. 

iii) Or, the issue of revision of existing regime to provide for a ceiling at end consumer 
level and related questions (the views expressed in regard to some questions are not clear, 
and at some places it is even contradictory): 


© 
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o There should be a specific tariff stipulated and control should continue till DTH/ 
IPTV gives real challenge. 

o CAS price of Rs.5 should be used as the benchmark and on thjat basis the rate 
shouldbe: Rs l/-villages; Rs.2/- at Tehsil towns; Rs.3/- in district cities; Rs. 4/- 
in capital cities and Rs, 5/- in Metro cities. 

o The ceiling proposed by TRAI is acceptable but should be j minus inflation 
adjustment. The ceiling should not exceed Rs. 200 and should l^e comparable to 
DTH and CAS bill (for 15 pay channels). There should be unifoijm ceiling across 
the country. On the number of channels, the suggestion is 30 FTA plus 30 pay 
channels (the minimum proposed is contrary to the ceiling suggested of Rs 200 
for 15 pay channels). 

i 

o Some others do not support the overall ceiling on monthly chargjes. Pay channels 
with an a-la-carte price coupled with the ceiling on FTAj charges would 
automatically determine the bouquet prices Differential prices fyr urban, metros 
and non-urban areas would be preferable. Prescription of a minimum number of 
pay channels is not necessary if pay channels have a-la-carte priqes. 


iv) (On the issue of periodicity of review of tariff: 
jo No review necessary, Market forces will take care of developments; 
o Reviews should be biannual 

v) On the issue of determination of tariff between MSO/LCO/Broadcaster: 
o Ala carte option with price should be adopted 
o It should be left to market forces. 

vi) On the issue of providing channels to MSOs on a-la-carte basis: 
o Ala-carte is desirable and should be permitted. 

vn) On tariff charged for commercial subscribers: 

o Commercial cable subscribers should also be benefited by controls) Different prices 
should be fixed for commercial subscribers. 

B) Group representing broadcasters 

o There should be total forbearance. However, one broadcast^ has suggested 

\ 

consumer end price ceiling as proposed with forbearance for others. 
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o Revenue share to be left to market forces. Even now the sharing of revenue between 
broadcaster/MSO is being done by mutual agreement only. 

0 

o Proposals in the consultation paper reflects mere tinkering attempt without 
addressing real issues. Inflation based adjustment not at all appropriate and does not 
reflect growing costs of acquiring content 

o Sports broadcasters acquire content at huge costs and the tariff regime has been 
having a devastating affect, 
o Even if price is to be regul ated 

o there should be sunset provision for price regulation 
o Benchmark to be defined for determination of existence of adequate 
competition. 

o No ala-carte choice at the wholesale level should be permitted, as the consumer in 
the absence of addressable system will not benefit. 

C) Group representing multi system operators, cable Operators etc 

(i) On the issue of total forbearance: " 

o Ihe overwhelming view of the group is against total forbearance for the present, 
o But views on the time limit and circumstances under which existing tariff control 
should continue have vari ed. These are 

o Till addressability (mandatory/ voluntary) is introduced/ digitalization , 
progresses. • 

o Till 2010 when commonwealth games begin, 
o Till the DTH/IPTV service matures to provide competition, 
o Till clear cut regulations are put in place indicating under what 
circumstances the broadcasters can increase their charges (rate as well as 
connectivity). 

(ii) On the issue of continuance of existing tariff regime with or without modifications 
(there are shades of variation in views, and only broad and overall view has been captured 
here): 

o One common view is that the existing regime could continue but ceiling should be 
on total pay out - both on rate and connectivity. 
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c Any new pay channel to be introduced only on a-la-carte basis, 
c If ceiling on total pay out to broadcasters is not provided then the fijeeze between 
cable operators and consumer on account of new pay channel ind increased 
connectivity should be lifted. (WWIL) 
c Adjustment for inflation based capital assets index not appropriate, 
c Existing regime was an adhoc measure and adjustment based on inflation index is 
inappropriate. 

o On the suggestion of shifting of date of reference for ceiling to 1.1.07 there are 
views both for and against. The views in favour of shifting the reference date to 
1.1.2007 also require some of the changes suggested above to be incorporated in 
the existing tariff regime. 

(iii) On the replacement of the existing regime with an overall ceiling and its related 
questions. (There are shades of variation in views. Only broad and overall vie|ws have been 
captured here.): 

o While some MSOs are against the overall ceiling, some others seem tp recommend 
such a ceiling and have made specific suggestions as to what could the slabs be and 
the number of channels that could be linked to the slabs. : 

o Some have suggested specific ceiling slabs based on number of channels, for 
different areas, network. 

o An industry observer has stated that an overall ceiling on per channel f>asis be fixed 
between broadcaster and MSO. Requirement of minimum number ofj channels can 

« i 

be for FTA and the number for pay channels should be left to service provider, 
o A view has also been expressed against the overall ceiling stating that} if the ceiling 
is still considered to be imposed then: 

o There should be a clear definition of the distribution margin between 

i . : 

broadcasters, MSOs and LCOs as well, 
o Broadcasters should provide the option of a-la-carte choice to MSOs 

o The number of FTA /pay channels linked should remain same pr more for a 

■ 

year. 

o MSOs /LCOs to be mandated to show a certain fixed nuipber of FTA 
channels in all genres with specific preference for regional language. 

i 
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o Price regulation should not be inimical to move towards digitalization and 
addressability. 

o Review of ceiling should be on annual basis and new pay channel addition 
only on a-la-carte basis. 

(iv) On the method of determination of cable charges payable between broadcaster/ 
MSO/LCO and giving a-la-carte option to MSOs: 

o The tariff determination should not be left to market forces 
o One suggestion is to allow current system of mutual negotiation for particular area, 
o Broadcasters should sell their channels on a-la-carte basis and pay channel revenue 
should be as in CAS area i.e. (45% for broadcasters, 30% for MSO and 25% for 
LCO) 

o A-la-carte choice of channels should be given to the MSOs in addition to bouquets, 
o If the same channel is taken in bouquet, then a-la-carte rate should apply to 
bouquets also 

o There should be a regulati on providing for a relation between the bouquet price and 
sum of individual channel price in the bouquet, 
v) Tariff dispensation for commercial subscribers: 

o rates payable by commercial subscribers should be same as that of ordinary cable 
subscribers unless the commercial subscribers are given signals through a dedicated 
lines or receive signals directly from broadcasters, 
o rates to big commercial cable subscribers can be 3 times th$ ordinary rates, 
o In the agreements with broadcasters, the MSOs/LCOs through whom the 
commercial subscriber is getting the feed should also be made a party (a tripartite 
agreement should be there). 

o A hotel association has opposed our decision to keep the select category of 
commercial cable subscribers (3 star hotels and above) out of tariff control as being 
unjust and unfair. $ 

Thus it could be seen that there are variations in the perceptions and views of the 
stakeholders. In the open house discussions, which were held at four places, essentially the 

same views were echoed by the participating stakeholders. 
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